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CURRENT TOPICS. 


4 Mr. Reerstrar Carrmeton and Mr. Registrar Pucn will act as 
Whancery Registrars during the Long Vacation. 


s 





_ Ir ts unpErstoop that the Assistant Paymaster-General is over- 
"whelmed with letters of inquiry respecting dormant funds in 
Whancery, in consequence of the issue of the new list in the 
\London Gazette. The largest number of letters on the subject 
"tome from the American continent, but many are received from 
| British colonies in all parts of the world. 





Tue Vacation Jupers, Mr. Justice Currry and Mr. Justice 


statute says that if the bill, when taxed, is less by a 
sixth than the bill delivered, the solicitor shall pay 
the costs of the taxation, and no bill was delivered-as to the £78. 
Really this is splitting hairs. There was in fact.a bill delivered, 
and in :espect of euch bill the solicitor claimed £78 only. What. 
can be the practical difference between taking out an item of £5 
and deducting £5 from the total amount of the bill? A more 
important question, however, was raised in Jn re Paull, as 
to whether R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1, which provides that ‘‘ the 
costs of, and incident to, all proceedings in the Supreme Court 
shall be in the discretion of the court,”’ has so far abrogated the rule 
as to costs of a taxation established by the Act of 1843 as to give 
the court a discretion in all cases. The Court of Appeal appear 
to have expressly abstained from deciding this point; but it is to 
be observed that in Jn re Carthew, where there was no special 
certificate of circumstances by the taxing master giving the court 
a discretion under the proviso in section 37 of the Act of 1843, 
the court seem to have considered that they had no discretion. 
They would, therefore, seem, while disavowing any intention of 


| Wits, had not, up to the time of our going to press, settled the 
details of the usual Vacation notice. It has been arranged that 
» Mr. Justice Witts shall take the early part of the Long Vacation, 
' but we believe that no decision has yet been come to as to whether 


deciding the important question above mentioned, to have in 
effect decided it. 





the sittings shall be in court or in chambers. It is very much to 
‘be hoped that the precedent set last Long Vacation will not be 
‘followed, and that the sittings in the ensuing Vacation will be 
© held in the court of Mr. Justice Currry. It is probable that the 
» first day of the sittings will be the 20th of August. 





As tHe Vacation comes near, it becomes more and more 
pparent that the work of the judges of the Chancery Division is 
approaching a condition which will shortly produce a block more 
serious than has ever previously existed. Mr. Justice Currry’s 
© business has been hopelessly delayed by the hearing of a very 
- heavy application, In re The Mutual Society. Mr. Justice Pearson 
» has on several days begun his work in court half-an-hour earlier 
» than usual, in order, if possible, to overtake the business before 
- him; and the lists of adjourned summonses from all the chambers 
| present a formidable array. It is obvious that, when the courts 
© rise on the 12th inst. for the Vacation, there will be a great arrear 
| of business left to stand over until October. 





» ‘Tue Court or Appxat, in two cases of In re Carthew and In re 
| Paull, which will be found reported elsewhere, have adopted an 
" excessively technical construction of section 37 of the Solicitors 
' Act, 1848. In the first-mentioned case a solicitor had delivered a 
> bill of items amounting to £83 3s. 4d., but added to the bill the 
' words ‘‘ say £78,” appending his signature below; and in a cash 
" account between himself and his clients he credited himself with 
_ £78 only as retained for costs. On taxation, the bill was reduced 
' to £66 13s. 3d., and the question then arose who should pay the 
| costs of the taxation. If the bill was to be taken as delivered 
| for £78, less than one-sixth would have been taxed cff, and the 
_ upplicant would, of course, have to pay the costs of taxation. 
_ The taxing master and Mr. Justice Currry both adopted the view 
_ that the bill was delivered for £78, but the Court of Appeal con- 
| strued the words ‘“‘say £78” as meaning, “if you are willing to 
' pay £78 without any question, I will accept it in satisfaction of 
| my bill; if not, 1 will insist on the full amount.” How the 
_ court discovered this astonishing amplification, and alteration of the 
_ meaning, of words perfectly well understood by any business man, 
| We are at a loss to conceive. The meaning is surely, ‘“‘ Although 
I am entitled to £83 3s. 4d., I only claim £78 ;” in other words, 

e solicitor voluntarily abandons the difference between those two 

/ sums. Why, then, should he be held to have delivered a bill for 
| the larger amount? The Court of Appeal answer, Because the 





WE pvstisH, with considerable regret, a correspondence which 
has recently passed between an eminent leader of the Common 
Law Bar and a firm of solicitors of high standing with reference 
to the question of refreshers. We do so on the ground of the 
importance to both branches of the sagem of arriving at some 
understanding as to the course to pursued with reference to 
this matter. i ai at, since no refreshers bey 


ts ifie 
amounts specifi 


hority On t is clearly open 
any counselte-refase to appear without a guarantee of refreshers 
on the former scale. The difficulty arises where a case has been 
conducted without any express or implied agreement on the subject. 
In such a case it is natural enough that eminent counsel should 
expect refreshers on the scale to which they have been accustomed, 
and we do not understand the solicitors, in the correspondence 
referred to, to deny that, in cases where counsel have been present 
at the hearing, and have taken the burden of the conduct of a 
case, this expectation is reasonable and ought to be fulfilled. What 
the solicitors say is that, the extra allowance being voluntary on the 
part of the client, the client is entitled to take into consi ion 
the circumstance whether the counsel has or has not substantially 
conducted the case in court, and if he has not there is no moral 
dlaim to the extra allowance. We know nothing of the facts of 
the case referred to in the correspondence beyond what appears 
therein, and we do not mean, in what follows, to express any 
opinion one way or the other upon it; but we think that, when 
looked at from one point of view, the general principle involved in 
the contention of the solicitors is one which, in the interest of both 
branches of the profession, it is desirable to have established. We 
are fully aware of the impossibility of a counsel in large practice, 
even with the best intentions, meeting all his engagements, and of 
the influence of custom in rendering even high-minded men some- 
what callous to the serious grievance to suitors involved in the 
practice of undertaking cases and then leaving them. But we do 
say, as we have said before, that there is need of more con- 
scientious strictness in this respect, and we think that any rule 
which tends to encourage this ought to be supported by both 
branches of the profession. 





A coop DEAL of complaint and friction appears to have been 
caused by some of the new circuit arrangements. When they first 
came out we were, we must admit, disposed to think that the 
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general scheme was tolerably satisfactory, but we indicated even 
then the possibility of a result which since appears to have made 
itself felt at many places. We anticipated that the new system of 
sending only one judge to most of the towns would give rise to 
difficulties in the event of those periods of exceptional pressure of 
business which from time to time occur even at the smaller 
places. But it should be observed that the difficulty arising from 
une: pressure of business has not been confined to the one- 
ju: places. At Nottingham and Derby, for instance, on the 

idland Circuit—both two-judge places—the time allowed proved 
insufficient. The sudden death of a judge at the former place, of 
course, created additional difficulty ; but even if that sad oecurrence 
had not taken place, it would, we believe, have been impossible to 
dispose of the cause list in the time allotted. The truth is, as we 
have on previous occasions observed, the difficulty is one which 
must from time to time necessarily arise under the present system 
of holding an assize in each county at the winter and summer 
assizes. It may conceivably be aggravated occasionally by the 
one-judge arrangements, but it existed under the old system. In 
dealing with a number of places where the business 1s compara- 
tively small, as in the case of agricultural county towns, or even 
where it is not very great, as in the case of moderate-sized manu- 
facturing towns, it is very difficult to fix the amount of time to be 
given to each place so as to avoid the possibility of waste of time, 
on the one hand, and of there being too little time, on the other; 
because the fluctuations are large relatively to the amount of 
business. Of course, in some places the business is always so 
small’ that 4 day or two is always enough, and so there is not 
much difficulty; but—to take, for instance, the circuit we have 
already mentioned—in counties like Notts, Derbyshire, and Leices- 
tershire, where there is a considerable manufacturing element, 
though not so great as in Lancashire or the West Riding, and in a 
bss large rural county, like Lincolnshire, the number of causes 
and prisoners fluctuates very considerably. There may be some- 
times only six or seven causes, some of which are ultimately 
settled and the others are not heavy, or there may be sometimes 
from seventeen to twenty causes, most of them long fighting cases. 
There may be six or seven little sessions cases in the Crown Court, 
or a heavy calendar with one or more murders init. It is not easy 
to ascertain beforehand how much civil work there will be, and, as far 
as we can make out, the allotment of the period is rather a matter of 
guess-work and traditional experience than dependent on any very 
accurate estimate of the business to be done, such estimate being, 
as we have said, impossible. The result is, every now and then, a 
most unsatisfactory scramble. We have known an occasion on 
which no less than four criminal courts have had to sit simul- 
taneously at assizes, two being presided over by such stray Queen’s 
Counsel as might be disengaged and could be captured for this 
purpose to dispose of the business. We have known of cases 
where a dozen or more causes out of, say, eighteen, originally 
entered, remained untried on the last day of the assizes, and had to 
be disposed of in two or three hours by enforced settlements, 
references, or in some other way than by trial. On the other 
hand, it has not unfrequently Lappened that, a fairly adequate 
period being allowed for the estimated business at a rural place, 
it has all collapsed on the first day, leaving three or four days of 
judicial time to run to waste. 

It seems to us that this difficulty would be remedied to 
a great extent by grouping places, as is done at the spring 
and autumn criminal assizes. 
more possible it would be to strike an average of the amount 
of work. This principle is so obvious that it is hardly worth 
while to illustrate it. Guessing at the number of causes that a 
small district will produce at a particular assize is like insuring 
the lives of afew men. If two or three counties were grouped 
the grap oad would be greater that on the occasions when the 
work was heavy in one county it would be lighter in the other. 
Again, it seems to us that, practically speaking, there is an 
economy of time in dealing with business in one large quantity at 
one place, as compared with dealing with it in several small 
quantities at several places. There are, however, various counter- 
vailing considerations. One obstacle to grouping is that it would 
excite jealousy among the counties, since every county would resist 
ite extinction as an assize county. But possibly this difficulty 
might be met by alternating the assizes among the different 
counties as is done at the by-assizes. There are other and 


The greater the district the | Pre 








still more substantial obstacles to our mind—viz., the incon. 
venience and se occasioned to suitors, witnesses, and 
others having to travel further to the assize town of a foreign 
county. These are all matters to be weighed. It is not our 
object at present to put forward any particular panacea. The 
besetting sin of the law reformers of the present day is, to our 
mind, their utopian confidence in the power of overcoming diffi. 
culties inherent in the nature of things by mere changes of 
mechanism. Economy of judicial time is no doubt very desirable, 
but we doubt the possibility of devising any scheme by which 
every moment of judicial time shall be utilized without involving 
also the result that the judicial power will be insufficient. Emer- 
gencics and exceptional pressures must always occur in every 
department of human industry: If you have a sufficient staff to 
deal in an entirely satisfactory way with such periods of pressure, 
the necessary result will be that at ordinary periods their time will 
not be entirely occupied. On the other d, if you so arrange 
that in ordinary periods every moment of their time is fully occu- 
pied, at a in of pressure there will be great difficulty in pre- 
venting a breakdown. The only practical course is to strike an 
average and leave a reasonable margin. Again, rapid dispatch of 
legal business is no doubt most desirable, but no machinery that 
can ever be devised will, in our opinion, bring about an entirely 
equable rapidity of such dispatch of business. In the nature of 
things, and with regard to all business, there are at times accumu- 
lations which have to be overeome as best they may. If we had 
such a judicial staff as entirely to prevent all such accumulations 
we believe that half their time they would have nothing to do. 





A REMARKABLE INSTANCE of rapid legislation is afforded by the Bill 
to amend the law relating to building societies, practically reversing 
the decision in the House of Lords in Municipal Permanent Invest- 
ment Building Society v. Kent (32 W. R. 681), on which we com- 
mented ante, p. 574, the practical effect of which was that, where 


the rules of an incorporated building society provide for the} 


reference of disputes to arbitration, the society cannot enforce 
their mortgage securities otherwise than by sale or a reference 
under the Building Societies Act, 1874. The Bill was introduced 
by the Lord Chancellor in the House of Lords on July 11; was 
read a third time in the House of Commons on Monday last, and 
now only awaits the Royal assent. 








In a discussion which arose at the Derby Assizes on Tuesday as to the 
course of busin Mr. Justice Lopes complained of the arbitrary manner 
in which the circuit fixtures had ana made, without any inquiries as to 
the probable amount of business. Formerly, he remarked, the principal 
counsel on the circuit had always been consulted with a view to the ap- 
pointment of commission days; now a different system had been adopted, 
with the result that there was only half enough time at Derby to get 
through the business in comfort. 


In the House of Commons on the 24th inst., Mr. H. Fowler called 
attention to a return recently made of the number of days on which each 
iudividual county court judge sat. There were, yous ly speaking, 305 
banar wy days in the year, and excluding the li allowance of 12 
weeks’ holiday, there remained 233 days available for work. The average 
number of days’ work done by judges of the h Court was 200. The 
judges of the Court of pends. sat 193 days, this was in addition to 
the considerable amount of labour which was entailed upon them in 

paring ts and reading papers. On the other hand, only one 
of the county court judges sat 187 days, one 186 days, another 184, and 
another 181. Two hy actually sat less than 100 days, one 93, and the 
other 99. Ten sat 120 days, 27 from 120 to 150, 10 from 160 to 170, and 
one 170 days. It had been urged that time was occupied in travelling to 
and from their work, but in his view a county court judge should reside in 
his locality, and if he did not, the time he occupied in travelling there 
ought not to be deducted from the working hours to which 
the public were entitled. He thought that the time had come 
for considering this question either for the purpoge of regrouping 
the work of county court judges or of increasing it. The Solicitor- 
General remarked that the question was one which deserved serious 
consideration. Every one would agree that it was desirable, as far 
as ble, to distribute the districts so as fairly to occupy the time of the 

. He was certain that it would be felt that the question of regroup- 
the districts was one of considerable difficulty, as it could hardly 
carried out until there was a change of the in the district. He 
could, however, assure the hon. member for Wolv m that the Lord 
Chancellor had a scheme under consideration with to several county 
courts districts near the metropolis, which it was hoped would lead toa 
saving of time and expense. 
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THE NEW SETTLED LAND ACT. 


Corres of this Act may now be obtained from the Queen’s printer ; 
and our readers are likely to be anxious to make themselves 
uainted with its details. The first three sections are merely 


formal. The 4th section only enacts that a fine received on the 
t of a lease under the sta wer e deem be 
capl monet. 8 ought not to have been om1 m the Act 


; but since it was in fact omitted, we should hardly have 
thought it worth insertion in the new Act. There seems to be 
very little probability that any judge would hold a fine so taken to 
be income, and a doubt may arise whether some more useful occu- 
pant might not have been found for the space which is taken up by 
this section. 

The next five sections—namely, sections 5—9 inclusive—are all 
highly important, and will require the careful attention of our 
readers. The first of these is as follows :— 


“5, (1.) The notice required by section forty-five of the Act of 1882 of 
intention to make a sale, exchange, partition, or lease may be notice of a 
general intention in that behalf. 

**(2.) The tenant for life is, upon request by a trustee of the settlement, 
to furnish to him such particulars and information as may reasonably be re- 

uired by him from time to time with reference to sales, ex parti- 
ions, or leases effected, or in progress, or immediately intended. 


**(3.) Any trustee, by writing under his hand, may waive notice either | sixty 


in any particular case, or generally, and may accept less than one month’s 
notice. 
*(4.) This section applies to a notice given before, as well as to a notice 
given after, the ing of this Act. 
“(5.) Provided that a notice, to the sufficiency of which objection has 
— hag before the passing of this Act, is not made sufficient by virtue 
is Act. 


The reader will remember that Mr. Justice Pearson, in Jn re 
Ray's Trusts (82 W.R. 458, L. R. 25 Ch. D. 464), held, con- 
trary to the opinion of Messrs. Wolstenholme and Turner, that the 
notices of a sale, exchange, partition, lease, mortgage, or charge, 
which are required to be given by section 45 of the Act of 1882, 
must be notices ‘‘ of a specific intention to sell the whole or part of 
a particular estate in a specified way.” There was little prospect 
that his lordship’s decision would be reversed upon the language of 
the old Act; and, therefore, it seems to have been thought neces- 
sary, by the powers which have the direction of these matters in 
their hands, to abolish that decision by Act of Parliament. The 

ti will be, that forms purporting to give genera] 
notice of an intention fo exercise the statutory powers, whenever 
d however the tenant for life may choose, will be drawn up by 
onveyancers, and will be sent out, as a matter of course, to the 
trustees by the solicitor for the tenant for life upon his coming 
into the estate. It is a mere mockery to call such a thing as this 
a notice of anything at all; and its only effect will be to transfer 
the costs of a meaningless formality from the pocket of the tenant 
for life to the pocket of his solicitor. But as this small fine will 
be payable only once in a lifetime, it constitutes no very great 
hardship, though the existence of the formality which it is paid 
to keep up is rather absurd. 

If this enactment had been confined to the case of leases, or, if 
the obligation to give the statutory notices had been abolished in 
the case of leases, we should have thought the enactment a reason- 
able one.. The trouble and expense of constantly issuing such 
notices in the management of a loo estate, consisting principally 
of house property, constitute an almost intolerable burden. More- 
over, the tenant for life is seriously concerned to see that leases are 
made at as good a rent as can be got; for he is the first sufferer if 
they are not. There seems to be little risk lest fines should be 
taken surreptitiously ; for the lessee paying a fine cannot obtain a 
valid receipt for it unless it is paid either into court or to the trus- 
tees of the settlement. But in the case of sales, exchanges, &c. 
(except, perhaps, on a building estate), there is by no means the 
same pressing necessity for allowing the tenant for life to act upon 
his own responsibility; and since the Legislature has thought fit to 
appoint him to be a sort of statutory manager of other people’s prop- 
erty, we doubt whether the precaution of publicity ought to have 
been relaxed further than is made necessary by the nature of the 
Rey to be managed. 

+he next sub-section to some extent introduces a remedy for 
this relaxation, by enabling any trustee to inquire into what is 
going on. No doubt this provision is of value; and in the case of 


leases it seems judiciously to strike the mean between hampering 
the management of house property with too many restrictions, and 
giving too great latitude to the tenant for life in his dealings with 
what does not wholly belong to him. 

Sub-section (3) is ambiguous in its language. It might mean 
either that a single trustee may waive the need for all the notices, 
or merely that he may waive the giving of notice to himself, 
leaving the other trustees to follow his example or not, as they 
may choose. It is really an extraordinary circumstance that a 
man of Lord Cairns’ intellectual eminence, after so great a past 
experience of the mischief wrought by loosely Acts of 
Parliament, should not have thought it worth his while to sa 
with indisputable clearness what he means upon a matter of so m 
importance. We must decline to attempt to solve the question 
which he has left open. We may also remark that the present 
provision contains no express mention of the notice to ‘the solici- 
tor for the trustees, if any such solicitor is known to the tenant 
for life,” which is prescribed by section 45 of the Act; and a 
doubt may arise whether, if all the trustees should waive notice, 
this will imply a waiver of the notice to their solicitor. ; 
The subject next dealt with is the consent of the tenant for life 
to the exercise by the trustees of powers conferred upon them by 
the settlement :— 

‘*6, (1.) In the case of a settlement within the of section 
-three of the Act of 1882, any consent not required bp vg terms of 
the settlement is not by force of an contained in Act to be 
deemed necessary to enable the of the settlement, or any 
= ep to execute [sic] any of the trusts or powers created by the 
ement. 

mee (2.) In the case of every other settlement, not within the meaning of 
section sixty-three of the Act of 1882, where two or more persons 
together constitute the tenant for life for the purposes of that Act, then, 
notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (2) of section -six 
of that Act, requiring the consent of all those persons, the consent of one 
only of those persons is by force of that section to be deemed necessary 
to the exercise by the trustees of the settlement, or by any other person, 
of an wer conferred by the settlement exerciseable for any purpose 
provided for in that Act. 

ee section applies to dealings before, as well as after, the passing 
oO: Cc ” 

The reader will remember that section 56, sub-section (2), of 
the old Act provides that the consent of the tenant for life shall be 
necessary to the exercise by the trustees, or any other person, of 
any power conferred by the settlement exerciseable for any purpose 
provided for in the Act; while section 63 provides that land given 
yen trust for fale shall be settled land within the meaning of the 

ct. These mentioned enactments have both been found 
inconvenient in practise. The object of the former was to prevent 
possible clashing between the tenant for life and the trustees in the 
exercise of like powers. But, in some cases, where the tenant 
for life consists of several persons concurrently entitled, and where 
nothing could be done without the concurrence of all of them, 
either in exercising the statutory powers, or in consenting to the 
exercise by the trustees of their powers under the settlement, the 
effect of the Act was to make ing with the land much more 
difficult than it would have been if Act had never been passed. 
This inconvenience seems to be well remedied by the above- 
cited section 6, sub-section (2), of the new Act, which 
clashing without placing any great difficulty in the way of the 
exercise of powers given by the settlement. a 

The inconvenience of the Act’s working under the provisions of 
section 63, with regard to land gi int , was still 
greater. That section, which was not included in the Bill 
as introduced by Lord Cairns, constituted —s less than an 
intolerable nuisance, crying aloud for abatement. — t must, at the 
same time, be admitted that, without some provision for bringing 
land given in trust for sale a Sees ee oe 
was reason to doubt whether the Act would effect 
beyond introducing sundry changes into settle- 
ments. Atlength, in Zaylor v. Poncia (32 W. R. 335)—a case 
in which the nuisance was more than usually conspicuous—Mr. 
Justice Pearson boldly held that the Act had not intended to make 
the consent of the tenant for life to the exercise of an 
absolute trust for sale by the trustees. T 
mended much more Brag oe its a than by i 
obsequious attention s language ; we beueve 
poof pen very commonly entertained that it could not 
safely be relied upon. 
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partly by the provisions of section 6, 
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and partly by the provisions of section 7. The last-mentioned 
provisions do not require to be cited in full. They import gener- 
ally that statutory powers arising by virtue of section 63 of the 
old Act may not be exercised without the leave of the court, and 
that the court may authorize their exercise by a person to be 
specified by the court. 

The last section of the Act is an attempt (we wish we could say 
that we thought it an entirely successful one) to remedy one of the 
most remarkable oversights in the old Act. The reader will re- 
member that, by section 58, sub-section (1) (viii.), the statutory 
powers of the Act are conferred upon a tenant by the curtesy, 
while his estate is in possession. Critics have objected that tenancy 
by the curtesy arises either by the common law or by special 
custom, and not under any ‘‘instrument.”” So that, in the case of 
a tenant by the curtesy, since there is no instrument, there cannot 
possibly be any land “ comprised therein”? within the meaning of 
sub-section (2) of the same section. Messrs. Wolstenholme and 
Turner have suggested in their commentary, apparently in reply 
to this criticism, that, ‘‘ where the wife takes the fee under a con. 
veyance or will, that would be the settlement within the definition 
of settlement: section 2 (1). It is clearly,” they observe, ‘an 
instrument ‘ by virtue of which’ the land stands settled on the 
husband and wife and her heir-at-law by way of succession.” 
Other commentators, however, have observed that there is no more 
reason for saying that land conveyed or devised to the wife in fee 
simple is settled on the husband and wife and the wife's heir-at- 
law by way of succession than for saying that any other land con- 
veyed in feo simple is settled by way of succession upon the 
successive owners coming in under the fee. In fact, the ingenious 
suggestion of Messrs. Wolstenholme and Turner amounts to saying 
that wt Boag og in fee simple is a settlement. Lord Cairns 
seems to have felt the force of these objections. Section 8 of the 
new Act is as follows :— 

8, For the purposes of the Act of 1882 the estate of a tenant by the 

curtesy is to be deemed an estate arising under a settlement made by his 
wife.’ 
This enactment, no doubt, removes such difficulty as was involved 
in the non-existence of anything applicable to the case of a tenant 
by the curtesy which could be called a settiement. Whether it 
contains within itself the germs of any other difficulty is a question 
upon which we may, perhaps, enter on some other occasion. 








THE RULE AGAINST PERPETUITIES AND 
THE DOCTRINE OF ELECTION. 


Ir is well established that when property subject to a power of 
appointment is given to a person who is not an object of the power, 
and other benefits are bestowed on the persons entitled in default 
of appointment, the latter are put to their election, and, if they 
accept the benefits, they must convey the estate according to the 
appointment: Sugden on Powers, 578; Whistler vy. Webster (2 
Ves. jun. 367). This principle seems to have been modified in the 
recent case of Re Warren’s Trusts (32 W. R. 641, L. R. 26 Ch. D. 
208) in @ manner which is worthy of remark. It appears to have 
been there decided that if the persons to whom the property is 
appointed are objects of the power, but cannot take, by virtue of an 
tment, on account of the rule against perpetuities, no case 
election arises, the clause of gift being struck out of the will for 
all purposes. This places objects of the power who are outside 
the limits of time at a disadvantage relatively to mere strangers to 
the power; and, in our opinion, the propriety of such a distinction 
is somewhat questionable. 
_ We shall presently examine this decision in detail, but we must, 
in the first place, give a brief outline of the facts of the case. By 
the marriage settlement of Mr. and Mrs. Warren, dated March 3, 
1829, certain fands were vested in trustees upon trust, after the 
deaths of the husband and wife, for the issue of the intended 
marriage, if more than one, in such shares and proportions, and to 
jh pen ne yea at nage na and times as the husband’ should by 
appoint; and for want of such appointment by the 
husband, then in such shares and proportions the wife should 
by deed or will appoint ; and for want of such appointment by the 
husband or wife, then upon trust for the use and benefit of the 


and proportions, the son or sons to be entitled to his or their share 
or shares on attaining the age of twenty-one years, and the 
daughter or daughters on attaining their respective ages of twenty- 
one years, or day or days of marriage, whichever should first 
happen. Mr. Warren died in 1857 without having exercised his 
power of appointment. There were four children of the marriage, 
all of whom attained twenty-one, and one of whom, William A, 
Warren, died in 1880, leaving infant children. Mrs. Warren, by 
her will, dated April 19, 1881, purported to exercise the power 
conferred upon her by the settlement, and (inter alia) directed the 
trustees to pay to her son, L. 8. Warren, for his life the income of 
a specified part of the settled funds, and, upon his death, to trans. 
fer the capital to his child or children who should attain twenty. 
one, and if more than one, in equal shares. She appointed other 
parts of the settled funds to her remaining children, and to the 
children of her deceased son ; and gave to all of them considerable 
legacies out of her unsettled property. 

The principal question in the case was whether the word 
“issue” might be differently construed in the several clauses of 
the settlement ; and it was decided that in the power of appoint. 
ment the word was to be read in its largest sense as including all 
descendants, while in the gift in default of appointment it was to 
be restricted to children. This construction had the effect of 
letting in the children of the deceased son as objects of the power, 
but did not give validity to the gift in favour of the children of the 
living son. That gift, Be made to a class which could not be 
ascertained until the death of L. 8. Warren (a person unborn 
at the date of the settlement), was void as an exercise of 
the power, because, being read as part of the instrument 
creating the power, it violated the rule against perpetuities. In 
one aspect, indeed, the class of children were not is of the 
power at all. For, though “issue” includes descendants of all 
degrees, yet the term occurring in a power of appointment must be 
construed with an implied qualification that such descendants must 
be born within the proper limits of time. The direct appointment 
to the children of L. 8. Warren being thus inoperative, it was 
endeavoured to sustain it through the indirect agency of the 
doctrine of election; but Mr. Justize Pearson declined to accede to 
the argument. His judgment, as reported, is as follows :—‘‘ How 
can there be any question of election? I must read the will as if 
the invalid appointment were not in it at all. The ordinary case 
of election is when a testator attempts to give by his will property 
which belongs to some one else. Such a gift is not ex facie void. 
In the present case it is the law which disappoints the appointee. 
The gift is void ex facie.” 

It is to be regretted that this interesting and difficult question 
did not receive fuller consideration at the hands of the learned judge ; 
for the brief remarks which we have extracted fail, in our opinion, 
to do justice to the subject. If instead of simply regarding the 
void gift he had turned to the persons whom it was sought to put 
to their election, he might have found an answer to his remark, 
“‘ How can there be any question of election?” For the testatrix 
attempted to give away property “belonging to some one else ”— 
viz., the persons entitled in default of appointment; and conferred 
upon them benefits by her will. The doctrine of election rests 
entirely upon the intention of the testator, and raises a personal 
equity against the legatee who is put. to election. A clause 
attempting to dispose of another person’s property is, of course, 
void in all cases except as an indication of intention. The estate, 
if the election is in favour of the will, must be subsequently con- 
veyed. Now, in the case under discussion, the clause giving the 
fund to the children of L. 8. Warren was void because they were 
not objects of the power, or because they were outside the limits of 
perpetuity ; but in either view it might have been read to ascertain 
the intention of the testatrix. For this statement we can give con- 
elusive authority. In Martin v. Martin (14 W. R. 986, L. R. 2 
Eq. 404) Sir W. P. Wood, V.C., said, ‘‘ Words which the law will 
not allow to have operation may yet be used to explain the inten- 
tion of the testator ;” and in the case of Heasman v. Pearse (20 
W. R. 271, L. R. 7 Ch. 275) the late Lord Justice James made the 
following observations :—“ It is against the settled rules of cou- 
struction to strike out any words from a will because they offend 
against the perpetuity rule. For all purposes of construction, the 
will must be read as if no such rule existed. Any dispositions 
which, so reading and construing it, are found to be the testator’s 
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against the rule the gifts would fail, and must fail accordingly ; but 
they are not the less part of his will, and to be resorted to as part 
of the context for all purposes of construction, as if no rule had been 
established.” If Mr. Justice Pearson’s attention had been drawn 
to this well-settled principle of construction, he would not have 
said, ‘‘ I must read the will as if the invalid appointment were not in 
it at all,” and he would probably have arrived at a different con- 
dusion. For when we have ascertained from the void clause the 
ntention of the testatrix, the application of the doctrine of election 
to the persons entitled in default of appointment seems to be 
unavoidable. 

Perhaps the most conclusive proof of the unsoundness of the 
conclusion is furnished by the test of a hypothetical case. If, 
instead of appointing the property to her grandchildren, Mrs. 
Warren had given it to complete strangers, there can be no doubt 
that the persons entitled in default of appointment would have 
been bound to elect, and this whether the persons to whom it was 
given by Mrs. Warren’s will were, as regards the settlement, outside 
the limit of perpetuity or not. It is difficult to see why strangers 
to the power should be in a better position than persons who might 
have been, in certain circumstances, objects of the power. Mr. 
Justice Pearson regarded the disposition in favour of the grand- 
children as an appointment mm nothing moro; but, if he had 
treated it asa gift to persons who wero strangers to the power, 
who claimed, not under the settlement, but by virtue of the 
pereonal obligation imposed by the doctrine of election, we fail to 
seo how any question of perpetuity could have arisen. 

In conclusion, we may observe that the policy of the law as to 
perpetuities would, in no sense, have been cortravened by a differ- 
ent decision of this case. All that is. required by that policy is 
that an absolute owner shall be ascertained within the proper 
limits; and, as the persons entitled in default of appointment were 
at liberty to reject the benefits of tho will, there would have been 
in this case complete dispositive power by absolute owners on the 
death of the widow. The doctrine of election operates as an 
inducement to the owner to part with his property on advantageous 
terms, but does not infringe his rights over such property in the 
slightest particular. If he conforms to the provisions of the will, 
the persons to whom it is given take it, in a sense, as purchasers 
from the real owner, the bargain being made and the purchase- 
money provided by the testator, who raises the case of election. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


CONVERSION OF STOCK. 


47 & 48 Vicor. co. 23.—An Acr FOR GIVING FACILITIES FOR THE 
CoNVERSION OF THREE PER CENT. Stock rNTo Srock OF A 
LowER DENOMINATION, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES RELATING 
THERETO. [3rd July, 1884.] 


This Act does not come into force at once, and may possibly never 
come into force at all. The machinery for the conversion requires a 
warrant from the Treasury to set it going, and such warrant may be 
given at any time within two years from the passing of the Act, but 
not afterwards. The warrant may direct the creation of new 2} per 
cents, = additional 2} per cents., which are not to be redeemable 
until 1905. The Treasury may also make arrangements for exchange 
into these newly-created stocks of existing Consols—3 per Cents. or 
Reduced—at a rate not exceeding 102 of 23 per cents., or 108 of 2} 
per cents., for every £100 of such existing stocks. In addition to 
avoiding redemption for at least twenty years, the advantage of 

uarterly dividends is offered as an inducement to make the exchange. 

e most important provisions of the Act are those contained in 
section 6 in relation to the power of trustees and other fiduciary 
holders to make the exchange. This section divides such holders into 
four classes. First, there is the Paymaster-General, stock standing 
in whose name may be exchanged, in accordance with regulations 
to be made by the ury, ‘‘ with the consent of the person to whom 
the dividends are for the time being payable, or, if any other person is 
entitled to or interested in the stock, or the dividends are being 
accumulated, then with the consent of the judge of the High Court 
to whose court the cause or matter to the t of which the stock 


is standing is attached, or where the cause oF matter is not so 
attached, then with the consent of any judge of the said court,” 
Secondly, persons receiving such dividends as trustees, committees, or 

» May 


ive the consent required. irdly, stocks standing 


exchanged, except with the consent of the trustees administering the 
charity—an expression which, by itself, appears to include the 
trustees, and could not, we think, be by the 12th section of 
the Charitable Trusts Act, 1869, empo a majority to act; but 


the point is doubtful. Fourthly, trustee not previously dealt 
with by the Act, and not having express power to vary investments, 
may make exchange, with the consent, either of person 
interested in the stock, or of a judge of the High Court. e mode 
of consent, or “‘ assent,” as it is, by an awkward variation of . 


termed in section 7, is to be lated by “arrangements” to 
made by the Treasury, and rama agg may di with 
consent by parties under disability. We doubt whether 
trustees will be disposed to take ae ape an exchange ; but, 

rhaps, the temptation of the quarterly dividends may induce many 
neficiaries to try to get the exchanges made. 





COLONIAL SOLICITORS. 


47 & 48 Vicor. ©. 24.—An Act To AMEND THE CoLontAL ATTORNEYS 
Reuter Act. (8rd July, 1884.) 


The Colonial Attorneys Relief Act (20 & 21 Vict. o. 39), s. 3, 
enables all persons who, being subjects of the British » are 
duly ae and cnpeees AY ssieereege Fy aor eayy in be dhe me 
courts in colonies or depen es where system 
‘is founded on or assimilated to the common law oe principles of 
equity as administered in England, and whose full service under 
articles of clerkship to an attorney-at-law for the of five 
at the least and an examination to test the qualification of candidates, 
are or may be required previous to such admission” ; such colonivs 
to be specified by Order in Council, to be admitted as solicitors in Eng- 
land, subject to the provisions of the Act. The present Act practically 
rescinds the requirement that five years’ articles and examina- 
tion before admission shall be the universal in the colony, in 
the case of colonies which are obliging enough to admit Bagh 
solicitors without service or examination in the colony. Upon applica- 
tion by the governor of any British colony bs nm cy, and proof 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary for the ‘that the system 
of jurisprudence as administered in such colony or a, answers 
to and fulfils the conditions specified in section 3 of the Colonial 
Attorneys Relief Act, and also that the attorneys and solicitors of 
the superior courts” in England are admitted as attorneys and 
solicitors in the superior courts of such colony or dependency on pro- 
duction of their certificates of admission in the English courts, with- 
out service in the colony or examination, except in the laws of the 
colony in so far as they differ from the laws of England, the Queen 
is enabled by Order in Council to direct that the Colonial ‘although 


Relief Act shall come into opention as to such colony, “ 
persons may in certain cases be admitted as attorneys or solicitors in 


such colony without possessing all the qualifications for admission or 
having fulfilled the conditions specified in the said section 3.” But 
it is provided that no attorney or solicitor of ty Fhe colony shall 
be admitted a solicitor of the Supreme Court in England unless, in 
addition to the ae re of the Colonial Attorneys’ Relief Act, 
he proves by affidavit that he has served five years and passed an 
examination in the colony; and further that he has since been in 
— practice as attorney or solicitor in such colony for seven years 
at least. 








REVIEWS. 


ARRANGEMENTS WITH CREDITORS. 


PRECEDENTS OF DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT BETWEEN DEBTORS AND 
THEIR CREDITORS ; INCLUDING Forms OF RESOLUTIONS FoR Com- 
POSITIONS AND SCHEMES OF ARRANGEMENT UNDER THE BANK- 
RUPTCY Act, 1883. By GeorcE Wooprorp LAwrance, Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 

Mr. Lawrance’s experience in framing deeds of arrangement 
between debtors and their creditors under the Bankruptcy Act of 
Hnrifod extent Cabanrwentiy, han eusBied, hin 00. presenh to Sos pee- 
limited extent subsequently, im to present to the pro- 
feuion on Shpiecdin, heme. at precedents to meet all kinds of 
arrangements likely to be contemplated for the settlement of a 
debtor’s affairs either out of court or under the new 
Act. The book will be welcome at the present time, when su 
savenehensahs exe talan en Shee resorted to out of court in cases 
of insolvency in ce to ing under the new Act. After 
a short introduction, in which the author makes some useful remarks 
upon the recent decision in Ex parte Clark (ante, p. 596), nine prece- 
dents are given of deeds of assigument,. i ip, and composi- 
tion outside the Act, and seven precedents of resolutions for schemes 





e official trustees of charitable funds may not be 


in the names of 


of arrangement or composition, and deeds to carry out the same 





706 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 











under the Act. We have gone through the precedents, and they 
ap to ns to contain nearly every provision which, in ordinary 
cases, is likely to be required. We might, however, suggest that 
in cases of composition a covenant by the debtor to pay a stated 
sum per week, or other period, into a bank in the name of a trustee, 
‘to be accumulated and applied in payment of the instalments of the 
composition as they become due, with power for the trustee to take 

ion of the debtor’s estate, and execute an assignment thereof 
in default of payment of a certain number of periodical payments, is 
a form of security often resorted to in the case of a retail trader; 
and a form of such a covenant would, we think, be found a useful 
addition to the work. Having regard also to the decision of the 
judge of the Manchester ey Court, which we reported recently 
(ante, p. 655), a precedent of a deed of licence from a debtor to two 
or three of his principal creditors, with an irrevocable power of 
attorney to execute a deed of assignment for benefit of creditors, if 
and when they should deem desirable, might also be useful. We 
may also point out that the forms of deed of assignment given are 
very full, and might be considered unnecessarily long in a simple 
case where the assets are comparatively small. A more concise form 
to suit such a case would, we think, make the series of precedents 
more complete. The notes to the precedents will be found to contain 
some useful information. 


STUDENT’S LEADING CASES. 


Tue StupENT’s LEADING CASES, BEING SOME OF THE PRINCIPAL 
DECISIONS OF THE CouRTS IN ConsTITUTIONAL Law, Common Law, 
CONVEYANCING AND Equity, Propate, Divorce, AND CRIMINAL 
Law. Witn Nores FOR THE USE oF STUDENTS. SECOND 
Epirion. By Joun F. Haynes. Stevens & Sons. 


In this edition Mr. Haynes has omitted the cases relating to bank- 
ruptcy law, on the ground of “the uncertainty which prevails in 
reference to the application of very many of the decisions under the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, to the system which has been introduced by 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883.” This hardly seems to be a sufficient 
reason for the omission of cases, many of which are undoubtedly 
applicable to the new Act, and we are glad to observe it stated that 
the omission is intended to be temporary only. The recent cases 
on such of the subjects treated as we have examined appear to be 
satisfactorily stated 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


BANKRUPTCY FEES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Allow me to draw your attention to the following items of 
expense attending the grant of discharge to a bankrupt who has 
just passed through the court here :— 


£ sd. 
Stamp on application . . _ ; , ’ : eS 
ati on notices to 115 creditors (at 1s. each) . ; . &15 0 
Advertisement of application and order (10s. each) . ~ fh 2 
igh bailiff’s fees (2 sittings) . . ion ap , . 0 4 0 
Official receiver’s disbursements (including 1s. 6d. for 
postage of the notices paid for as above) . ‘ ‘ aye 
Total disbursements . , ‘ P ‘ ‘ £9 6 0 


As against about 37s. under the old Act; and this is wrung from a 
man who has parted with all his property except £20 worth of 
clothes! 
It will be noticed that whilst a fee is charged for a notice to every 
creditor, the notices are actually sent only to those who have proved. 
59, John-street, Sunderland, July 24. RALPH SIMEY. 





RE W, AND J. LUDFORD. 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—In reference to Mr. Marriott’s letter in your issue of 
the 19th inst., I was surprised to find him stating that ‘‘ under the 
Serer Act of 1869 the sheriff has always been allowed poundage 
bap a in possession under an execution and bankruptcy 
supervened.”’ 

This has not been my experience in this district, and I am not 
aware of a case where any sum was allowed farther than the costs of 
possession and fee for levying. 

_ When the claim was ating the sheriff in Ludford’s case, it was 
in consequence of the old practice that I raised the question. 
4 Luxe J. SHarp, Official Receiver. 

Office of the Official Receiver for the Birmingham Bankruptcy 

District, Whiteball-chambers, Colmore-row, Birmingham, July 30. 








— 


[This entirely confirms our statement, which Mr. Marriott im. 


pugned.—Ep. S. J.] 





POWER OF ENTRY IN CONVEYANCES. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I should like to ascertain the opinion of your readers on the 
correctness or otherwise of the case of Dunn v. Flood (L. R. 25 
Ch. D. 629), so far as it relates to the Pgs oy of entry for breach of 
coyenant. The power in question did not attempt to revest the 
property in the grantors, or to deprive the grantee of his legal or 
equitable estate, but simply gave to the grantors a right to enter and 
retain possession until a trade carried on in breach of covenant should 
be discontinued, and for three months afterwards. Messrs. Key and 
Elphinstone 1, 282, n. (0.)) ap} to be of opinion that such a 
power would be good, and the fact that there is statutory authority 
for the insertion in certain conveyances of clauses for revesting the 
estate on breach of covenant, unqualified as to time, seems to 
support their view. See, for instance, 37 & 38 Vict. c. 59. 

A Country SoLicrror. 


[We propose to consider the subject in a future issue.—ED. S. J.] 





REFRESHERS TO COUNSEL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—As the subject-matter of our recent correspondence with 
Mr. Edward Clarke, Q.C., is of public interest, we send you a copy 
for publication, if you think fit, in your valuable journal. 

Our clients’ refusal to pay the large refreshers demanded was based 
upon principle ; but, in order that it may be seen that there was no 
md reason for their showing liberality to Mr. Clarke, we may 
mention that, on eight out of the twelve days for which refreshers 
were claimed, Mr. Clarke was in court for but a very short time, 
while his leader, to whom the additional refresher was cheerfully 

aid, was rarely, if ever, absent. It so happened that, on the four 
- ve Mr. Clarke remained in court for most of the time, but a small 
portion of the conduct of the case fell to his share. 
GepGE, Kirpy, & MILLEIT. 
1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, July 28. 


[The following is the correspondence referred to :— 


**5, Essex-court, Temple, 17th May, 1884. 

‘*Dear Sirs,—A few days ago my clerk handed me your cheque for 
£236 8s. 6d. for fees in the case of The Lea Conservancy v. The Mayor of 
Hertford, together with the list of fees sent in, and altered from 
£376 14s. 6d. to the above amount by the reduction of the refreshers from 
twenty to ten guineas per diem and the revisal of the clerk’s fees charged. 

**T cannot acquiesce in this summary mode of dealing with an account 
in which the proper refreshers were charged. I am entitled to refreshers 

roportioned to the amount paid to the leading counsel, and as he has, I 

lieve, received a refresher of twenty-five guineas a day, I must ask you 

to be good enough to send me a further cheque for the amount you have 
deducted in respect of refreshers. 

“‘The rule is so well established that, in dealing with a firm of your 
position, my clerk, of course, did not think it necessary to make any 
special mention of refreshers. And I am sure that, while I should 
certainly not have accepted, you would not have thought of —— , a 
sum so inadequate to the case and so disproportioned to the leader’s fees 
as that which you have allowed. I shall be obliged by your early recons 
sideration of this matter.—Very faithfully yours, ** Epwarp OLARKE. 

** Messrs. Gedge & Co.” 


**1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, 23rd May, 1884. 
** Lea Conservancy and Hertford Corporation. 

** Dear Sir,—We have your letter of the 17th inst. We much regret 
that you should think you have any cause for dissatisfaction with the 
course which our clients have taken with pm anys to your fees. 

** You are aware that, under the new es, ten guineas a day is the 
highest refresher which a counsel can charge, or which solicitors can pay 
without their client’s special instructions. 

‘* Therefore, as the refreshers were not marked day by day, all that your 
clerk had a right to assume was, that the proper refreshers, according to 
the new rules, would be marked—viz., ten guineas a day for the leader, 
and the proportionate eight guineas a day for yourself. 

** When the fee lists came in, finding each of the four counsel had 
disregarded the new rules, we laid them before our clients and asked for 
their instructions. = 

‘Some of the board had been in court every day during the action 
and expressed their views. 

‘* Tt so happened that Mr. Bidder took the chief burden of the conduct 
of the action, and was in court almost without intermission from the com- 
mencement to the end of the hearing; and our clients, therefore, in- 
structed us to pay to him, not only the ten guineas a day to which he 
was ee, ut also the fifteen guineas a day extra which he had 
mar’ 

**You, no doubt observing Mr. Bidder’s close attention to the case, did 
not think 1t necessary to be there also during a considerable part of the 
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time, and did not, as he must have done, give up ‘all other business to 
attend to it; and ourclients instructed us to pon you, not the t 
guineas which you would have received if Mr. ler had been limited to 
the ten oon, but the highest refresher allowed by the rules—viz., ten 


eas a day. 

‘‘ The fact that for a special reason they chose to pay Mr. Bidder fifteen 
guineas a day extra does not seem to be any cause why they should 
adopt a similar course to you without the same reason. 

‘© We, as the solicitors in the case, have no choice in the matter. 

“We cannot pay without instructions fees which would be disallowed 
on taxation, but at the same time we personally much regret that any 
question should arise between our firm and yourself on the subject ; and 
we think that, on reconsideration, you will see that the new rules are 
binding upon both branches of the profession, and that, while our clients 
are within their strict rights, we have no o in the matter.—We are, 
dear Sir, yours very faithfully, “Gepez, Kmsy, & Miuerr. 

‘*E, Clarke, Esq., Q.C., M.P., 5, Essex-court, Temple.”’ 


** 37, Russell-square, 19th June, 1884, 

‘‘ Dear Sirs,—Your letter of the 23rd of May, excusing the non-payment 
of my fees in the Lea Conservancy case, ed me atatime when I was 
very busy, and as it was not answered at once, the matter has since 
escaped my attention. 

‘On looking over your letter this morning, I think, from its terms, you 
expected some answer. 


‘tT should not myself have cared to continue a useless mdence, 
because it is quite true that I have no power to enforce you or 
your client the payment of the fees which, by constant and regular pro- 


fessional curr were due to me. pone" ca 

“T agree that you cannot insist upon your 8 payment of these fees, 
and, of course, I cannot desire ain ma should ‘pay them yourselves, but 
I must say I am greatly surprised, consideri tion of your firm, 
and the character of your clients, that you be unable to induce 
them to act properly in this matter. 

‘*Had I entertained the smallest suspicion that such behaviour was 
possible, I should, of course, have protected myself by the precaution 
which I thought the character of your firm rende unnecessary.— 
Believe me, faithfully yours, **Epwarp CiLarkE. 

Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett.’’ 


‘*], Old Palace-yard, Westminster, 27th June, 1884. 

* Dear Sir,—Your letter of the 19th inst. makes imputations against 
our clients of improper, and against us of dishonourable, action. 

‘** You do not ve the statement of facts contained in our letter of 
the 23rd May, but you contend that fees which the Rules of Court 
(having the force of law) disallow are nevertheless ‘due to’ you by reason 
of the ‘constant and professional custom ’ of the bar. 

“We were under the impression that the Rules of Court with regard to 
counsels’ fees and solicitors’ costs were intended to protect litigants 
against undue demands by the members of either branch of the profession, 
and should, therefore, challenge a statement that either branch could set 
up @ custom of its own against these rules. 

‘‘ And further, considering that the Rules of Court have been in force 
only since October last, there has not been time for any custom to become 
‘constant and regular.’ 

“Neither our clients (who are a public body) nor ourselves have any 
personal interest in the matter; our desire has been to do what is right, 
and to the best of our judgment this has been done. 

“‘ Yet we find our clients and ourselves exposed to imputations of gross 
misconduct at the hands of a distinguished member of the*bar for whom 
we have every personal esteem ! 

‘* We shall, therefore, send a copy of this correspondence to the Lord 
Chancellor as the President of the Committee of Judges who framed the 
Rules of Court, together with the letter, of which a is enclosed. 

“We will wait until the end of next week, in order that you may send 
to us any further statement that you may desire to be laid before the 
Lord Chancellor.—We are, yours truly, 

**Gepoz, Krrsy, & MILuert. 

**Rdward Clarke, Q.C., M.P., 37, Russell-square, W.C.”’ 


‘**5, Essex-court, Temple, 1st July, 1884. 

‘* Dear Sirs,—If the author of your letter of the 27th inst. will look at 
my letter , I do not think that it contains any charge of gross 
gy or dishonourable action against either your clients or your- 
selves, 

“T am quite content that you should show the correspondence to whom 


you think it may interest, and you cannot do in —— Lord 
Chancellor to advise you how you may in future avoid a similar difficulty.— 
Believe me, faithfully yours, ** Epwarp CLARKE. 

“ Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett.” 


‘1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, 8th July, 1884. 
“‘ Dear Sir,—We have your letter of the Ist inst., and note that you 
eae no attempt to answer the arguments contained in ours of the 27th 
une. 


‘‘ We have looked again at your letter of the 19th June. 

“Tt states either expressly or by implication that our clients and our- 
selves took advantage of the fact that a counsel’s fees are not legally 
recoverable, and are only debts of honour, to withhold payment of fees 

due’ to you—the gist of the question between us being whether they 
are due or not. 

** Tt further states that our clients have not ‘acted properly,’ and that 
= had a right to expect from a firm of our ‘position’ that we should 

duce them to do so. 








“* And, lastly, it states that our ‘behaviour’ was such that if you could 
possibly have expected it from a firm of our character, you would in somé 
way, not explained, have protected yourself against it. 

“‘Tf you consider that such behaviour on our own, or our client’s, part, 
as you thus charge us with, would not be misconduct or dishonour- 
able action, your and our opinions as to w) is gross and dishonourable 
must be sadly at variance.—-We are, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 

**Gepez, Kirsy, & Mizerr. 

““E. Clarke, Esq., Q.C., M.P., 5, Essex-court, Temple, E.C. 

“*P.S.—A copy of this correspondence has been sent to-day to the Lord 


Chancellor.”’ tino 
Palace- Westminster, 8th July, 1884. 
“To the At Hore the Lord’ Chnantilonsdon., 02 
**My Lord,—We your lordship as it of the Committee of 


Judges which framed and issued the R of the Supreme Court with 
to costs 


and counsels’ fees, and we venture respectfully to bring 
before you a copy of the co which has Le on the 
subject between ourselves and Mr. Edward Clarke, Q.C., M.P. 


Having acted under the instructions of our clients in accordance with 
these rules, as the correspondence shows, we have found ourselves exposed 
to imputations of dishonourable conduct ; and our clients—a public body— 
are accused of improper action. 

‘Standing between clients and counsel, solicitors are in a difficult 
position, and there is no recognized tribunal to which any such questions 
can be referred. 

‘* Therefore, desiring to be set right if we have gone wrong, and to be 
guided as to our future conduct in similar cases, we ask your lordship to be 
so good as to instruct your secretary to tell us what in your lordship’s opinion 
is the right course for solicitors to take under these circumstances. — We. 
have the honour to be, my Lord, with great respect, your Lordship’s most 
obedient servants, ** Gena, By, & Muerr.” 


“TL, 112—2. ‘* House of Lords, 8.W., 16th July, 1884. 

‘* Sirs,—I am directed by the Lord Chancelior to acknowlege the receipt 
of your letter of the 8th instant, and the accompanying copy of corres- 
pondence between yourselves and Mr. E. Olarke, and to say that there 
can be no doubt that the rule is binding, and must be so regarded and 
acted upon in the Taxing Office, but that, in a question between solicitors 
(or their clients) and members of the bar, as to fees or otherwise, his 
lordship has always understood the Attorney-General to be the authority, 
to whose jud ent members of the bar may be expected to defer; and 
whatever his lordship’s own opinion may be, he does not think it right to 
express it in a manner which might be considered to be in excess of his 
proper authority.—I am, Sirs, your obedient servant, 

‘* KennetH Mure Mackenzie, Principal Secretary. 

‘*Messrs- Gedge, Kirby, & Millett.” 


‘* 1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, 18th July, 1884. 

‘‘ My Lord,—We beg to acknowledge the receipt of your Principal 
secretary’s letter of the 16th inst., and to e our satisfaction in 
finding that your lordship confirms our view that the rule as to refreshers 
is binding, and must be so regarded. 

‘* With reference to the last paragraph of the letter, we venture to remark 
that, although members of bar may be to defer to the 
Attorney-General on any question between them and solicitors or their 
clients as to fees or oth , solicitors, and still less their clients, cannot 
be expected to refer any such matter to one, however eminent, of the 
profession with a member of which the question has arisen. 

‘« We do not, however, understand your lordship to suggest that_a rule 
made for the protection of suitors can be set on one side by the direction 
of the Attorney-General.—We have the honour to be, my Lord, with 
great your obedient servants, “Gepez, Krreny, & Mrizerr. 
‘To the Right Hon. the Lord High Chancellor, House of Lords, 8.W.” 


[On the 18th of July, Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett wrote to Mr. 
Clarke, enclosing a copy of the above letter from the Lord Chancellor’s 
principal secretary, and offering to make a copy of the correspondence for 
publication for the future guidance of barristers and solicitors. ] 


“TL. 112—2, “* House of Lords, 8.W., 21st July, 1884. 

‘<Sirs,—I am directed by the Lord Chancellor to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter of the 18th inst., and to say that you are correct in 
eupoang Rack DS Seon made no such suggestion as you refer to in 
the pene’ your letter. I am to that it is not to be sup- 
posed the Attorney-General would take upon himself, under any circum- 
stances, to set aside a Rule of Court.—I am, Sirs, your obedient servant, 

‘Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett.’’ “ Kennetu Mure Mackenzie. 


«5, Essex-court, Temple, 22nd July, 1884. 

** Dear Sirs,—The letter re have received from the Lord Chancellor’s 
secretary is precisely what I expected. I do not think you will find the . 
ublication of the correspondence much to your advan or credit, but 

have not the slightest objection to your giving it the widest circulation 
So far from that, its publication oy Se 
useful as a to members of the bar to w ou may hereafter 
think fit to offer .—I am, faithfully yours, ** Epwarp CLARKE. 
“ Messrs. Gedge, Kirby, & Millett.” 
“1, Old Palace-yard, Westminster, 24th July, 1884. 
‘‘ Dear Sir,—Your last letter, the tone of which seems to us a mistake, 
leaves us no option but to publish the ce. 
‘We regret that on a question of ciple you should have taken 
in to answer our arguments or to 


refuge in personalities instead of 
show that your demand from our clients of larger fees than the Rule of 


Court directs them to pay to you is consistent with the Lord Chancellor's 


in your power. 
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opinion that that rule is binding, and that even the Attorney-General 

would not, under any circumstances, take upon himself to set it aside.— 

We are, yours faithfully, ** Geper, Kirpy, & MILiert. 
Edward Clarke, Esq., Q.C., M.P., 5, Essex-court, Temple, E C. 








NEW PRACTICE CASES. 


R. 8S. C., 1883, onp. 36, rr. 12, 16—Norice To pismiss ror Want oF 
Prosecution—Nortice or TRIAL GIVEN, BUT TRIAL NOT ENTERED.—In a 
case of Crick v. Hewlett, before Pearson, J., on the 25th ult., a question 
arose as to dismissing an action for want of prosecution. Rule 12 of order 
36 provides that, ‘‘if the plaintiff does not within six weeks after the close 
of the pleadings, or within such extended time as the court or a judge 
may allow, give notice of trial, the defendant may, before notice of trial 

ven by the plaintiff, give notice of trial, or may apply to the court or 
udge to dismiss the action for want of prosecution, and on the 

earing of such application, the court or a judge may order the 
action to be dismissed accordingly, or may make such other order, 
and on such terms, as to the court or judge may seem just.’’ 
And by rule 16, ‘‘In London and Middlesex, unless within six days 
after notice of trial is given, the trial shall be entered by one party 
or the other, the notice of trial shall be no longer in force.” In Crick v. 
Hewlett the pleadings were closed on the 20th of March. On the Ist of 
May the plaintiff gave notice of trial of the action before a judge in 
Middlesex: but he did not within six days enter the trial. On the 20th of 
June the defendant’s solicitor wrote to the plaintiff’s solicitors, ‘‘ It is the 
defendant’s intention to move to dismiss this action, unless the same 1s 
entered for trial on or before the 23rd inst.’’” The entry was not made, 
and on the 12th of July the defendant served the plaintiff with a notice 
of motion that the action might be dismissed for want of prosecution. 
The plaintiff did not appear on the hearing of the motion. It was urged 
on behalf of the defendant, that rule 12 applied, because, though notice 
of trial had been given within the six weeks, yet, having regard to rule 
16, the trial not having been entered, the notice of trial was not an 
effective notice, and the defendant was entitled to have the action dis- 
missed for want of prosecution. Prarson, J., made the order asked for, 
observing that the plaintiff would be able to move to discharge it.— 
Counszi, E. Ford. Sottcrror, W. Foster. 





R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 55, x. 71—Curer Cirerx’s Certiricate—APPLica- 
TION TO DISCHARGE oR vARY.—In a case of Bousfield v. Dove, before Pear- 
son, J., on the 28th ult., a question arose upon rule 71 of order 55, which 
provides that ‘‘ the judge maya if the special circumstances of the case re- 

a motion or summons for the purpose, 
@chief clerk) to be discharged or varied at_gny 
fie same has become bipdiig on the parties.” In Bousfield v. 
ti fart msideration, and the plaintiff desired 
int which was concluded by the chief clerk’s certificate as it 
stood. e plaintiff had omitted to take out a summons to vary the cer- 
tificate within the eight days limited for the purpose by rule 70. Perar- 
eon, J., was satisfied that there had been an accidental slip, and that the 
plaintiff ought to be allowed to raise the point, and the question then 
arose whether it was not necessary to take out a summons pro formd. In 
that case a fee would have to be paid, whereas, if the point was raised by 
motion, no fee would be payable. Pzanson, J., said that the proper 
course was to take out a summons, and he allowed the point to be argued 
at once, on the undertaking of the plaintiff to pay the fee on the sum- 
mons.—CounseL, Cookson, Q.C., and Maidlow 3; Higgins, Q.C., and Siwin- 
Jen Bady. Soricrrons, Church, Rendell, & Trehane ; R. T. Jarvis. 









R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 50, x. 3—InreRtocvTrory Orpgr ror INsPECTION or 
Prorzrtr.—In a case of Lumb y. Beaumont, before Pearson, J., on the 
2th ult., a question arose as to the extent of the power given by rule 3 of 
order 50 to make an interlocu order for the inspection of property. 
Rule astocotion that ‘‘it shall be lawful for the court, or a judge, upon 
the of any party to a cause or matter, and upon such terms 
as may be A pons to make any order for the detention, preservation, or in- 

any property or thing, being the subject of such cause or 
matter, or as to which any question may arise therein, and for all or any 
of the aforesaid to authorize any persons to enter upon or into 
any land or building in the ion of any party to such cause or 
matter, and, for all or any of the aforesaid, to authorize an 
samples to be taken, or any observation to be made or experiment tried, 
which may be necessary or expedient for the purpose of obtaining full 
information or evidence.”” In Lumb v. Beaumont the plaintiff and the de- 
fendants were cwners of houses fronting on the same street, and the 
— es Yeager a . eh drain under the street, which he 
vate drain. And the plaintiff claimed an injunction 
to restrain the delendants from causing or og er a any neon to be 
or pass from their premises into his drain, and from continuing 
or to remain any connection between their premises and the 
sdrain. By their defence the defendants said that the plaintiff 
connected his new drain with an old main sewer under the street, 
into which the defendants’ premises had previously been drained for more 
than twenty years before the commencement of the action. And they 
that they had connected their premises with, or had caused sewage 


to be discharged or to pass from their premises into, any drain belonging 
to the plaintiff. - The plaintiff, by his reply, joined issue with the defend. 
ants, and he took out a summons asking that he and his servants and 
workmen might be at liberty to enter upon the defendants’ premises and 
to inspect the drain leading from the cellar of the defendants’ house to 
his new drain, and that for that purpose he might be allowed to dig down 
to the defendants’ drain, and to follow its course from the defendants’ 
cellar to his drain. A surveyor employed by the plaintiff deposed that he 
had recently caused a portion of the plaintiffs property to be opened out, 
and that, at a depth of twelve feet below the surface of the ground, he 
found a pipe connected with the plaintiff’s drain, which pipe ran in the 
direction of the defendants’ house, but he was not able to trace it through. 
out its entire length, as it passed through the defendants’ land on which 
he had no authority to enter. And he said that the pipe in question, which 
was believed to convey sewage from the defendants’ house to the plaintiff's 
drain, passed through that portion of the street, the soil of which belonged 
to the defendants for several feet before it reached the defendants’ house, 
On behalf of the defendants, Ennor v. Barwell (1 D. F. & J. 529) was cited, 
as showing that an order to break up the soil of the defendants’ land 
would not be made on an interlocutory application. .Pzarson, J., said 
that he did not think that case had any bearing upon the construction of 
the new rules. The power of inspection before the trial of the action, 
which was given by rule 3, was 4 very convenient one, in order that at the 
trial the court might have the necessary materials before it. And his 
lordship made the following order :—‘‘ Without ag to the rights of 
any other person or authority, the plaintiff is to at liberty, on giving 
forty-eight hours’ notice to the defendants, to enter upon that part of the 
street, the soil of which belongs to the defendants, for the purpose of ex- 
perimenting, in order to discover whether the pipe which joins the plain- 
tiff’s drain proceeds from the defendants’ house, and, for that purpose, to 
excavate the street so far as may be necessary, the plaintiff undertaking 
to do no unnecessary harm, and to replace the street as soon as his in- 
vestigation is concluded as quickly as possible, and at his own expense.” 
CounseL, Levett ; Beaumont. Soxricrrors, Bower, Cotton, & Bower; Van 
Sandau, Cumming, § Armitage. 





Apprat—Orat Evipence 1x Court neLow—Copy or Jupcr’s Notrs— 
Sramp—R. S. C., 1883, orp. 58, rn. 11—Orpers as tro Supreme Count 
Fees (January 19, 1884), No. 133.—In a case of Hemberow v. Frost, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 25th ult., a question arose as to copies 
of the judge’s notes of oral evidence at the trial. The appellant had 
bespoken a copy, and it had been delivered by the judge’s clerk; but no 
copy had been supplied for the use of the court. There were some differ- 
ences between the judge’s notes and those of counsel, and their lordships 
sent for the original notes. Baccattay, L.J., said that copies of the 
judge’s notes had not been supplied as the rules pointed out. Any judge 
might, of course, exercise his discretion as he thought fit with regard to 
furnishiny copies of his notes to the parties. The Court of Appeal, in the 
recent case of Weston v. Sherwell (ante, p. 688), declined to order a copy of 
judge’s notes, which had been furnished to them, to be supplied to the 
appellant. The appellant should apply to the judge or his clerk for a 
copy of the notes, and the application should bear a 5s. impressed stamp. 
The rule requiring this stamp had only been made in January last, and 
possibly it was not yet generally known. His lordship added that the 
charge for a copy of the judge’s notes used to be 6d. per folio, and he did 
not say whether the 5s. stamp was additional or not. The written 
—* ought to bear the stamp.—Counse., Marten, Q.C., and G. B. 
oo ; Millar, Q.C., and Ribton, Soxicrrons, Clutton ¢ Haines; W. D, 

myth. 








BANKRUPTCY CASES. 


Banxrurtcy—Rervtep Ownersuip—In unis Trapeze or Business— 
Ratrtway SHares—Banxrvurtcy Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vucr. c. 71), 
s. 15, sup-section 5~—Banxruprcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 
s. 44, sun-section 3.—In a case of The Colonial Bank v. Whinney, 
before Bacon, V.C., on the 28th ult., a question arose whether securities 
deposited by a stockbroker with his bankers passed to the trustee in his 
bankruptcy under the reputed oomeniae Senet. The stockbroker, a 
member of a firm of Thomas & Co., stockbrokers, who also carried on & 
large loan business, bought the shares in his own name, which alone 7 
peared on the register, and deposited them with the bank to secure the 
account of the firm. The shares and calls were ogg by the firm and the 
dividends paid to the firm’s account. The transfer of the shares to the 
bank was not completed till after the act of bankruptcy. The trustee of 
the firm and of the individual members claimed the shares as having been 
in the order and disposition of the bankrupt at the commencement of the 
bankruptcy in his trade or business. The Vice-Chancellor said that sec- 
tion 44, sub-section 3, of the Bankruptcy Act of 1883 was precisely the 
same as section 15, sub-section 5, of the Act of 1869. Everything hat 
was in the order and ition of the bankrupt passed to Lis trustee. 
These shares bel to the firm, and were registered in Blakeway’s name 
with the consent of his —- The bank had taken no steps to perfect 
their security, and the s were in Blakeway’s ssion, whether in 
his own interest or as representing the firm aid not matter. He was the 
reputed owner of them during the whole time, and they now belonged to 
his trustee.—Counse., Marten, Q.C., and Buckley; Rigby, Q.C., and 
Northmore Lawrence. Sorscrrons, Lawrence, Plews, § Baker; Druces, 





Jackson, § Attlee. 


Aug. 2, 1884, | 
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CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY REGISTRARS.* 
(Before Mr. REGISTRAR Murray, sitting as Judge.) 
Re Chapman, Ex parte Lovering. 


Appeal—Practice in bankruptcy as to staying execution pending an 
TT peal— Effect of service of valid notice of appeal upon the: right of 
the successful party in the court of first instance to issue execution. 


The trustee in bankruptcy of the above-named bankrupt obtained an 
order for payment to him as such trustee of £305 and costs, and demanded 
immediate payment of the said sum, notwithstanding the fact that the 
usual deposit had been paid and notice of appeal from the decision in 
question served. 

Wyatt Hart, for the applicant, moved (pursuant to special leave) to 
continue an interim injunction restraining the trustee, until after 
the determination of the appeal from the order in question, from 
proceeding under the said order by levying execution or otherwise. He 
stated that it had been hitherto the practice in all cases in bankruptcy 
jurisdiction to regard service of a notice of — and payment of the 
deposit as equivalent to a stay of execution, that the appeal in this case 
had been set down for hearing, and that it was all but in the list of appeals 
to be heard on the ensuing Friday. 

Sydney Woolf, for the trustee, contrd.—The applicant does not swear that 
he can, in any case, answer the amount of claim and costs in the event of 
the decision in the Court of Appeal going against him. Again, this court 
is now part of the High Court, and is attached to and has become part of a 
division of the High Court of Justice. The rules of the High Court as to 
applications of this kind must apply now even if they did not apply before 
the date of the commencement of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. e three 
following cases show what rule obtains in the High Court as to stay of 
execution pending appeals :—Merry v. Nickalis (L. R. 8 Ch. 205); Cooper v. 
Cooper (L. R. 2 Ch. D. 493) ; Morgan v. Elford (L. R. 4Ch. D. 388). There 
may be a difference in the case of an a from an order of adjudication 
in bankruptcy or from dismissal of a debtor’s application to dismiss or set 
aside a bankruptcy notice. In any event the respondent should pay the 
amount and costs into court to abide the result of the appeal. 

Hart, in reply.—This is an attempt to unsettle the practice of the court. 
It would be a hardship on the respondent if he had to bring the money 
into court or pay it to the trustee pending the appeal, which may be heard 
ina week. The case at the hearing was admittedly one of first impres- 
sion. 

Murray, Registrar, having expressed an opinion that the matter dis- 
cussed in the present case was of importance, declined to accede to the 
argument urged on behalf of the trustee, and adjourned the application 
till the day next before the Long Vacation, and restrained the trustee from 
further proceeding under the order appealed from until the day fixed 
for the hearing of the adjourned application in the matter. 

Solicitors, Thomas Edwards ; Munns § Longden. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Action To set astpg Deep my Fravup or Creprrors—13 Euiz. c. 5— 
Detay—Sratute or Liwrrations.—In a case of The Three Towns Banking 
pany Vv. Maddever, before the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult., a 
question arose as to the effect of delay upon the right of a creditor to 
maintain an action to set aside a deed as fraudulent and void under the 
Statute of Elizabeth against the creditors of the grantor. In the present 
case the plaintiffs, who were specialty creditors, commenced their action 
to set aside the deed ten years after its execution, of which they had been 
aware from the first. North, J., held that the delay was nota bar to 
their right, and this decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(Baccattay, Corron, and Linpiey, L.JJ.). Their lordships said that the 
case was not like one in which it was sought to set aside a deed on 
equitable grounds, in which case so long a delay might be fatal. The 
right of a creditor to impeach such a deed as this was a legal right 
conferred by statute, and could not be barred by the lapse of any time 
short of the period fixed by the Statute of Limitations.—Covnsz1, 
Warmington, Q.C., and Morshead ; Higgins, Q.C., and B. Eyre. Soxrcrrors, 
Cowlard § Chowne ; A. Cheese. 








Witt—Constrvotion—Girr ro Testator’s Wire “ AS LONG AS SHE IS MY 
Winow ansouvre.y.”’—Ina case of In re Timperon, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 25th ult., a testator had bequeathed his property to his wife ‘‘ as 
long as she is my widow absolutely ;’’ and the question was whether that 
\ Was a gift during widowhood or an absolute gift. Bacon, V.C., construed 

it as a gift during widowhood .. The Court of Appeal (Baccatray, 

Corron, and Linptry, L.JJ.) held that the gift was an absolute one. 

Bacoatiay, L.J., said the words “as long as she is my widow” were in- 

consistent with the word ‘‘ absolutely ; ” and in a case where it was im- 

Raaitte to say wha expre g 
e 


intestacy.” Corton, LJ, gave judgment to the 
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thiat“he could not make head or tail of the will, but he was 
to think the Vice-Chancellor was right, and that the word “ absolu “ 
was used by way of contrast to a to the wife’s separate use without 
power of anticipation.—Counszr, W. Pearson, Q.C., and Horton Smith, 


* Reported by H. Wyarr Hart, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 








QC.; Millar, Q.C., and Maidlow. Soxtcrrors, Hyde, Tandy, § Mahon ; 
Rivington § Sons. 





ApministRaTIoN—Equitaste Assets—Reat Estare—Reraiver—Heir- 
at-LAW—DeEvIsEE—SimPie Contract Dest—3 & 4 Wit. 4, c. 104.—In 
the case of Davidson v. Illidge, before the Court of Appeal on the 25th ult., 
a question arose whether the heir-at-law of a testator, who was himself a 
— contract creditor of the testator, had a right of retainer in respect 
of the debt due to him by the testator against the of the sale of 
real estate of the testator, which had been sold in a creditor’s administra- 
tion action for the purpose of pal 
rents of the real estate which (the heir) had received. A testator, by 
his will, made in 1853, gave and bequeathed all his real and personal 
estate to his mother, M., and py ee her his executrix. The testator 
died in 1875, a bachelor, leaving his brother, J.,his heir-at-law. M. proved 
the will. In June, 1876, M. executed a deed the devise 
of real estate made to “her by the will, the real estate thereupon 
devolved on J., as the testator’s heir-at-law. The action was brought by 
unpaid judgment creditors of the testator, the executrix and the heir, 
for the administration of the testator’s and personal estate. In Jan- 
uary, 1877, an administration judgment was pronounced, and the testator’s 
real estate was ordered to be sold. Afterwards M. died, and letters of 
administration de bonis non were granted to J. The testator’s real 
estate was sold, and the proceeds of sale paid into court. J. had paid 
various moneys during the lifetime of the testator on his behalf, for 
which he proved under the administration judgments a simple con- 
tract creditor. He had received rents of the real estate since the death 
of the testator, and he claimed a right of retainer against those rents, 
and also against the proceeds of sale of the real estate, in respect of his 
simple contract debt. The Act 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104, provides that where 
‘the real estate of a deceased person has not been charged with or devised 
subject to the payment of his debts, ‘“‘the same shall be assets to be 
administered in courts of equity for the payment of the just debts of 
such person, as well debts due on simple contract as on specialty.’’ 
Chitty, J., held (32 W. R. 148, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 654) that there was no 
such right of retainer. He was of opinion that, when the Act said that 
th estate should be ‘‘ assets to be administered in courts of equity,” 
it meant that it was to be administered according to the principles adopt«d 


creditors were to be paid pari passu out of equitable 
assets. The statute had not expressly conferred any right of retainer on 
the heir or devisee, and his 1 ip was of opinion no such right 
could be implied. The Court of Appeal (Baccattay, Corroy, and 
Linovzy, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision, on the ground that the debt due 
to the heir, being a simple contract debt, was not a debt of a class for 
which he could, ind ently of the Statute, have been sued, and, 
therefore, he could not have the corresponding legal right of retainer 
when the debt was due to himself. And the Act did not expressly give 
him any such right.—Counser, Romer, Q.C., and E. Cutler ; Crossley, Q.C., 
and Northmore Lawrence. Sortcrrors, Davidson § Morriss ; Tatham, Oblein, 
$ Nash. 


being that 


Sorrcrror anp Crrent—Costs — Taxattron—Detivery or Bui—Orrer 
To Accept Repucep Amount—Costs or TAXATION—CIRCUMSTANCES SPRCIALLY 
CERTIFIED BY Taxrinc Master—Discrerion or Courr—6 & 7 Vicr. ec. 
s. 37.—Ina case of In re Carthew, before the Court of Ane Se 30th 
ult., a question arose as to the liability to the costs of a taxation of 
costs. The taxation was under the -party clause (section 38 of the 
Solicitors Act of 1843), the application for 
beneficiary under a for the taxation of a bill of 
the executors by their solicitor. The bill delivered was for 
amounting to £83 3s.4d. After the amount followed the words, “say 
£78,’ and then came the signature of the solicitor. In a cash account 
between himself and the executors, delivered by him to them, the solicitor 
had credited himself with £78, retained for his costs. On the taxation items 
were struck off which reduced the amount the to 


# 
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Section 37 of the Solicitors Act provides that ‘‘if such bill, when taxed, 
be Jess by a sixth part than the bill delivered” by the solicitor to the 
client, the solicitor ‘‘ shall ” the costs of taxation, “‘ provided also” 
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section 37. The question was, What was the bill delivered? No pil! 
had been delivered as to the £78. ‘The bill delivered consisted of items 
amounting to £83. His lordship could see no special circumstances as 


- between the solicitor and the applicant for the taxation, and he could see 


no ground for making him pay the costs of the taxation, because there 
were special circumstances as between the solicitor and the executors. 
Linptey, L.J., thought it arate to say that a bill had been delivered 
of the £78. The bill required by section 37 was a bill of fees, charges, 
and disbursements. There was not any bill as to the £78; it was only an 
offer to take a sum less than the amount of the bill. There was no signed 
bill for £78. 

On the same day a similar question arose in a case of In re Paull under 
somewhat different circumstances. The application was made by 
executors for the delivery and taxation of the bill of costs of the solicitor 
whom they had employed in matters relating to the administration of 
their testator’s estate. The bill delivered under the order contained 
items amounting to £361 19s. 2d., and the taxing master disallowed items 
amounting to £81 3s. 8d., thus reducing it to £280 15s. 6d. And in his 
certificate he found that the solicitor had only claimed the sum of 
£320 16s. 6d., and, the taxed bill not being less by one-sixth than the 
£320 16s. 6d., he held that the clients must pay the costs of the taxation. 

* Objections to the taxation were carricd in on behalf of the clients, one 
of them being that more than one-sixth had been taxed off the 
bill delivered, and that the solicitor ought therefore to pay the costs of 
the taxation. In his answer to this objection the taxing master said that 
“the solicitor stated an account with his clients, and in it gave credit for 
a sum of £320 16s. 6d., his costs for work done for them, but he delivered 
no detailed bill of costs with the account. In pursuance of the order the 
solicitor delivered bills of costs amounting to £361 19s. 2d., but he claimed 
as before £320 16s. 6d. only. I am of opinion that I ought not to 
disregard the fact that the solicitor’s claim has never been £361 19s. 2d., 
the amount of the bill delivered, but £320 16s. 6d. only, and that, in con- 
sidering the disallowances, he was entitled to have it considered that 
£A1 2s. 8d. had been voluntarily abandoned, and should be deducted from 
the disallowances, so reducing them to £40 1s., which is not one-sixth of 


“the amount claimed by him, and I decided that, on that footing, the 


solicitor is entitled to the costs of the taxation, not including, however, 
any costs relating to the order for delivery of the bill.’’ Pzarson, J. 
(ante, p. 550), held that the one-sixth must be calculated with reference to 
£361 19s. 2d., the amount of the bill delivered, and that the solicitor 
must therefore pay the costs of the taxation. This decision was affirmed 
by the Court of Appeal (Baccarzay, Corron, and Linpizy, L.JJ.). 
Baccariay, L.J., said that the court could not go behind the order for 
taxation, and must consider the bill delivered as amounting to 
£361 19s. 2d., and, that being so, more than one-sixth had been taxed 
off. But he thought that the taxing master had certified circumstances 
specially which brought the case within the proviso in section 37, and 
relieved the court from the necessity of adhering strictly to the rule of 
one-sixth as to the payment of the costs of the taxation. But, taking 
those circumstances into consideration, he saw no reason for deviating 
from that rule. It would bea very serious thing if a solicitor could 
deliver a bill exceeding by more than one-sixth the amount which he 
would be allowed on taxation, and then, by offering to take aless sum, 
but still a sum more than would be allowed on taxation, could throw the 
costs of the taxation on the client. In the present case Pearson, J., had 
said that nothing improper could be imputed to the solicitor, and his 
lordship saw no reason for differing from that conclusion. Corton, L.J., 
said that the order appealed from was right, unless the court had a discre- 
tion by reason of special circumstances. And, if the court was to exercise 
a discretion, he thought it would be wrong to throw the costs of the taxa- 
tion on the clients who had successfully taxed the bill. Following the 
ordinary rule, the unsuccessful party ought to pay the costs of the taxa- 
tion. DLEY, L.J., was of opinion that the taxing master had “ certi- 
fied circumstances specially ’’ which gave the court a discretion. Pearson, 
Jo had exercised that discretion, and he saw no reason for differing from 


As the two appeals raised substantially the same question, the court 
desired to hear them both argued before giving judgment on either. The 
counsel for the solicitor in Jn re Pauli contended that, by reason of the 
provisions of section 17 of the Judicature Act, 1873, and rule 1 of order 65 
of the R.S.C., 1883, which provide that, with certain specified exceptions, 
** the costs of and incident to all proceedings in the Supreme Court shall 
be in the discretion of the court,’’ the hard and fast rule of section 37 of 
the Act of 1843 as to the costs of a taxation has been in effect repealed, 
and the court has now in all cases a discretion as to the costs of the taxa- 
tion. Reliance was placcd on Garnett v. Bradley (26 W. R. 698, L. R. 3 
App. Cas. 944), Ex parte Mercers’ Company (27 W.R. 424, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 
aah, and other similar cases. The Court said that, as they were of 
gre that in In re Paull there was a decision under the proviso in section 
37 of the Act of 1843, it was unnecessary to decide this point, though 
Corron, L.J., intimated doubts as to the correctness of the decision in 
Ex parte Mercers’ Company, and similar cases.—CounszL, in In re Carthew, 
Kebewie h, Q.C., and Badcock ; Bowen, Q.C., and Vernon R. Smith. In In 
re Paull, Byrne; Vernon R. Smith. Souscrrors, in In re Carthew, Gregory, 
Roweliffes, § Co. In In re Paull, Whitakers § Woolbert ; Peacock § Goddard. 





Venpork AND PvuxncHaseEr—PurcHAser tn Possesston py TiTLE OTHER 
THAN THE Contract or Sate—Payment rnto Covurr.—In the case of 
Waller v. Glenn, before Chitty, J., on the 25th ult., a motion was made 
by the plaintiff, a vendor, for an injunction to restrain the defendant, the 





remaining in possession of the purchased property, or 
for an order directing him to pay the purchase-money into ea and for / 


a receiver of the rents and profits. It appeared that the purchaser wag 
at the date of the contract in ion of the property as tenant of the 
vendor and had paid the deposit ; had since continued in 5 cna: 
but had never id the remainder of the purchase-money. Currry, J, 
following Bonner v. Johnston (1 Mer. 366), said that, as the purchaser wag 
apparently in possession by some other title than the contract, he could 
direct payment into court of the purchase-money. He would, however, 
make an order appointing a receiver of the rents and profits.—Counsmy, | 
Grosvenor Woods. Soxicrrors, West, King, Adams, ¢ Co. 






















Pract ce—Mortcacor AND MorTGAGEE—F orECLOSURE—J UDGMENT IN Dg 
FAULT OF PLEADING—INSUFFICIENT SECURITY —IMMEDIATE SALE—CONVEYANG 
inc Act, 1881, s. 25.—In the case of Charlewood v. Hammer, before Chitty, 
J., on the 26th ult., being an action for foreclosure or sale, and the defendan 
having appeared to the writ but delivered no statement of defence, th 
plaintiff moved for judgment in default of pleading. It appeared th 
the security was clearly deficient, and the plaintiff asked for an account and 














for leave to sell unless the defendant redeemed within ten days after the » Lean, 8 

chief clerk’s certificate. Currry, J., said that under the Conveyancing | j leven? 

Act, 1881, s. 25, an order could be made for immediate sale without any ' Long ( 

time to redeem, and the plaintiff therefore was entitled to the order he Lowe, 

asked for. — Covnser, H. 8. Theobald. Soxicrrors, Walls, Abbott, ¢ i 

Martin, Math P 

Marsde 
Partition Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vicr. c. 40), s, 8—Sarz ovr or Court, Marsh, 

—In the case of Strugnell y. Strugnell, before Chitty, J., on the 26th ult., Martin 
being a partition action, the question arose whether the court had juris- Mason, 
diction under the Partition Act, 1868, s. 8, to authorize trustees to sell out Merry’ 
of court, notwithstanding that such trustees under the instrument of their Milne, 
appointment had no power of sale, and there were persons interested Milvai 
who were not sui juris. Chubb v. Pettipher was referred to, where Malins, Morga 
V.C., appeared to have made an ordergas asked for in the present case Morris 
(Seton on Decrees, 4th ed., p. 1009), but the registrar drew attention to Mote, 
the unreported case of Baker vy, Baker (Hall, V.C., May 10, 1879) where Nicho 
Hall, V.C., declined to follow Chubb v. Pettipher. Inve Harvey’s Settled Noble 
Estate (30 W. R. 697, L. R. 21 Ch. D. 123) was cited, being a case under Norris 
the Settled Estates Act, 1877, s. 16, where Hall, V.C., declined to direct a Ogder 
sale out of court where there were infants. Currry, J., said he agreed Orr, J 
with Hall, V.C. To direct trustees to sell where there was a power of sale Parso 
was a wholly different thing from giving trustees a power of sale. Sup- Pears 
posing there were nq trustees, would the plaintiff be allowed to sell out of Perry 
court? He certainly would not be allowed to do so, and the same reasons Pope, 
for not allowing the plaintiff to so sell would apply to trustees withcut a Price 
power of sale. It was to be observed that a sale under the court did not 

much increase the expense, and the late Master of the Rolls used to ob- 

serve that any additional expense was more than compensated for, and 

that it was worth while selling under the court as a better price was got. 

The parties not sui juris were entitled to the protection of the court. 

Following Baker v. Baker, he should direct a sale in the usual way.— 

Counset, E. Ford. Soxscrrors, Gosling, Ingleby, ¢ Beak. Py 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. - 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. = 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. tie 

The following candidates were successful at the preliminary examina- Oat 

tion held on the 9th and 10th of July, 1884 :— I 

Adams, Thomas George Craster, Herbert Vaughan Rev 

Allen, Frederick Joseph Crawshay, Charles Herbert Chi 

Allen-Olney, Harvey Boyle Cunningham, William Doveton wh 

Ashby, Gerald Sorton Dauney, Arthur William the 

Attenborough, Thomas Davies, Albert Orlando Sor 

Avery; Benjamin Davies, Ernest Franklyn poi 

Ayrton, John Davies, George Duke ‘ : 

Backhouse, Herbert Eustace Percy Desborough, Montague Willium ot 

Bailey, Harold Ormrod Ellis-Fermor, Ernest Joseph in | 

Barham, Cornelius Herbert Evans, William George Eaton 

Barker, William Chalmers Eve, Charles Henry 

Bedwell, Hugh Fearon, John Francis E, 

Bennett, Norman Fish, Gecage Alfred Briggs Co 

Beningfield, Ellington Nicholas Flamank, Sydney Walkom | 

Bevan, Percy Foulkes-Jones, John Williams le 

Blades, Henry Dawson Fowle, James Rogers George St 

Bone, Edward Henry Furniss, Austin 

Bordman, Emanuel Linden Gardiner, Walter Dorylas_ 

Bromley, Rupert Fitzroy Gascoigne, Fredexjck Middleton 

Broughton, Urban Richard Gill, Benjamin Kemp 

Bugg, Arthur Sadler Godwin, Alfred M 

Burke, Patrick Goucher, Thomas Boden W 

Carter, Norton Graham, John Kitching T 

Chadwick, Walter Alfred Gray, Charles Herbert a 

Charlesworth, Charles Percy Henry Francis Ross j 

Clark, James Maslin Halford, Sebastian r 

Clarke, Robert Frederick Hall, Alfred Greaves ] 

Clarke, Thomas William Hansbrow, George Montgomery g 

é 





Clarkson, Martin 
Colocott, James 
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Harrison, Henry Lawrence 
Henderson, William 

Higgon, James ; 
Holt, Herbert James Whittell 
Holt, James William 

Hurst, John Gibbard 

James, ago aaa 
Jennings, Edwin Bs 
Johnson, Joseph Edwin 
Jones, Ernest Heys 

Jones, Herbert Charlton — 
Jones, John David Valentine 
Julian, Thomas William 
Keene, Thomas Mann 
Kerrnish, William Maltby 
Kempthorne, Frederick Howell 
‘Kock, Gilbert Arnold 


‘Leach, Robert 
‘Lean, Samuel Roscarroch 


Livesey, Joseph Robert 


' Longland, Josiah 


Lowe, Cuthbert J —_ 
Lumley, Claude Bas 

= mg Kenneth 

Mai , Faulkner Lloyd 
Marsden, Charles Westall 
Marsh, Frank 

Martin, Alan Scott 

Mason, George Percival 
M eather, Ernest James 
Milne, Robert Duff 
Milvain, Alfred 

Morgan, Percy John 
Morris, Frank William 
Mote, Frederick John 
Nicholson, Edwin John 
Noble, Ernest William 
Norris, Joseph Francis 
Ogden, Michael Guy 

Orr, John Williams 
Parsons, Richard 
Pearson, Mortimer Henry 
Perry, Charles 

Pope, Edwin Charles 
Price, Henry Fitzharding 


Purvis, James Edwin 
Rainey, gg ; 
Richards, Philip Howden 
Robinson, Harry 
Marshall Prime 
Row: , Rolla 
Russell, Arthur Llewell: 
Scott, Henry Charles 
Scarley, Frank 
Simmons, Harold Solomon 
Sisterson, John 
Slade, Evan Martin 
Smale, Harry Edgar 
Smith, Harry Opie 
Snowdon, Robert Gilbert 
9g nro - — 
jpackman, Walter James 
Spencer, Arthur 
Steavenson, Francis Raymond 
Stephenson, Arthur Henry 
Strange, Ellis 
Standring, Thomas 
Strouts, Frederick 
Taylor, Arthur Whitcombe 
Taylor, Richard Walton 
Tewson, Harry Theodore 
Thomas, David William Evan 
Thomas, Richard Lloyd 
Tildesley, Arthur 
Tomkins, Harry Gordon 
a Ernest Henry 
uely, Seymour 
er, Arthur 
Turner, Herbert Dickinson 
Turner, William Joseph 
Vaughan, Ernest Wentworth 
Walker, Hubert Arnold 
Walsh, Frederick Albert 
Walters, Henry 
Ward, Charles Albert John 
Watson, George 
Weeks, Herbert Arthur 
Wilberforce, Alec Basil Edward 
Woodham, John Nash 
Wright, Isaac Hodgson 


alter 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Samvuet Home, solicitor, of Lianelly, has been appointed 
of the Swansea County Court (Circuit No. 30), and District Registrar 
under the Judicature Acts, in succession to . John Jones, deceased. 
Mr. Home graduated LL.B. at the b myage: | of London in 1869, and he 
was admitted a solicitor in 1871. He is solicitor to the Llanelly Lecal 
Board and to the Llanelly Harbour Commissioners. 


Mr. Henry Creep, solicitor, of Reading, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. D’Arcy Bzprncrretp Cottyer, solicitor, of Reepham, and of 26, 
Leadenhall-street, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Justice. 


Mr. Henry Fretprve Dicxens,, who has been appointed one of the 
Revising Barristers for the County of Kent, is the son of the late Mr. 
Charles Dickens. He was formerly Scholar of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as a Wrangler in 1872. He was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1873, and he i on the 
South-Eastern Circuit and at the Kent Sessions. Mr. Dickens was ap- 
pointed Recorder of the borough of Deal about a year ago. 


Mr. Wiii1am Satvin Srppart, of Otley, Yorkshire, solicitor, whc was 
admitted in 1877, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. , 


Mr. R. A. Runpxz, solicitor (Rundle & Hobrow), of 80, Coleman-street, 
E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


cae Gases THATCHER, malities, of 19, progetto seamen 
mdon, has been appointed Solicitor to the Royal lege of Veterinary 
Surgeons. He was admitted in Decomber, 1867” wig 








During the hearing of unopposed motions before Baron Huddleston and 
Mr. Justice Hawkins on the 24th mst., two counsel rose at the same time, 
when one, observing that he was the senior, claimed to be heard first. 
The learned baron intimated that in the case of Queen’s Counsel prece- 
dence was given to the senior, but he always understood, with regard to 
Junior counsel, it was the custom to start the middle of the second 
Tow, and to proceed first to the right of the bench, and afterwards to the 
left. After some consultation between the j and the master in 
attendance it was decided that such was the estab ed usage in moving 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE PATENTS ACT, 1883. 


The Board of Trade, with the consent of the Treasury, have made the 
following reduction relating to certain fees by the second 
schedule of the Patents, Designs, and Trade- Act, 1883. Jn the 
case of patents granted before the commencement of the said Act,’ 
patentee who has paid the fee of £50, before the end of four 
years from the date of his patent, may, in lieu of the prescribed fee of 
£100 payable before the end of seven years from such date, pay the fol- 
lowing annual fees :— the end of the seventh year from the date of 
the patent, £10; eighth year, £10; ninth year, £10; tenth year, £15; 
eleventh year, £15 ; year, £20; thirteenth year, £20. This reduc- 


tion shall come into operation on the Ist day of August, 1884. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 17.—Bills Read a Second Time. 


Naval Enlistment. ‘ 

New Parishes Acts and Church Building Acts Amendment. 
Bills in Committee. 

Bishopric of Bristol. 


Building Societies Acts Amendment. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
PRIVATE pase ee Compressed Air Power Company ; South- 
Eastern Railway (Various Powers). 
July 18.—Bills in Committee. 
Summary Jurisdiction (Repeal, &c.). 


Naval Enlistment. 
Bills Read a Third. Time. 
Private Bris.—Earl of Aylesford’s Estates; Burr and North- 
eland Extension Min Railway; Taff 


Western Junction easy 5. 
Vale Railway ; Bishop’s Castle Extension to Montgomery Railway. 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act Amendment. 
Building Societies Acts Amendment. 


Bill Read a Second Time. 
Yorkshire Registries. 
Bill in Committee. 


Elections (Hours of Poll). 
Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Brirts.—Lower Thames Steam Ferries; London and North- 

ba sg Railway; Great Western Railway (No. 2); Eastern Bengal 
way. 

New Parishes Acts and Church Building Acts Amendment. 

Naval Enlistment. 

Bishopric of Bristol. 

July 22.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Naval Discipline Act (1866) Amendment. 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Manx Children). 


Bills Read a Third Time. : 

Private Bmuis.—Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway; Wright's 
Patent; Coventry. and Districts Tramways; Wirral Railway; Metros 
politan Board of Works (Various Powers) ; Cardiff Corporation. 

Elections (Hours of 3 

Summary Jurisdiction (Repeal, &c.). 

July 24.—Bills Read a Third Tiwe. 

Privats Bris.—Earl of Devon’s Estate; Leominster and Bromyard 
Railway; West Lancashire Railway (Extensions); Liverpool, Southport, 
and Preston Junction Railway; Hendon Railway; Blackpool Railway ; 
Metropolitan Board of Works Crossings). 


New Biil. 
Bill for the codification of the law of arbitration (Lord Bramwe 1). 
July 25.—Biii Read a Second Time. 
Contagious Diseases (Animals). 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Naval Discipline Act (1866) Amendment. 
Manx Reformatory and Industrial Schools. 
July 28.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to ‘the following Bills :— 
Seow (Evidence) ; ions (Hours of Poll); Naval Discipline; 
Royal Military Asylum, Chelsea (Transfer); and sixty-three other Bills. 

Bill Read a Second Time. 

Naval and Greenwich Hospital Pensions. 

Yorkshire Regis Bills in Committee. 

orkshire tries. 

Strensall Common. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
July 16.—Bills Read @ Third Time. 


Naval Discipline Act (1866) Amendment. 
’ Benefices Chiverton P 


ortions) Consolidation Amendment. 
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New Bilis. 

Bill to remove doubts as to the powers of the Secretary of State-in rela- 
tion to the altering, enlarging, rebuilding, and building of prisons, and 
‘appropriating any building as a prison (Mr. Hissert). 

to continue certain Turnpike Acts and to repeal certain other Turn- 
pike Acts, and for other purposes connected therewith (Mr. G. Russgtt). 
July 17.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
East Indian Unclaimed Stocks. 
Naval and Greenwich Hospital Pensions. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 

Parvats Bri1s.—Malvern Hills; South Stockton Local Board ; Swansea 
(Co ion) Water. 

Public Libraries Acts Amendment. 

Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Manx Children). 
July 18.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Prisons. 


Turnpike Acts Continuance. 
Metropolitan Board of Works (Money). 
Bili Read a Third Time. 
Naval and Greenwich Hospital Pension. 
Bills Read a Second Time. 
Private Br1s.—-Folkestone Pier and Lift ; Golden Valley Railway (Hay 


ion). 
Indian Marine. 
Bill in Committee. 
Metropolitan Board of Works (Money). 
Bilis Read a Third Time. 
Private Briis.—Clacton-on-Sea Special Drainage District, Liskeard 
and Caradon Railway ; Maryport District and Harbour; Neath Harbour; 
North Cornwall Railway. 
Turnpike Acts Continuance. 
Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 1878 (Districts). 
July 22.—Dill Read a Third Time. 
Private But.—West Worthing Water and Baths. 
July 24.—Bills in Committee. 
Public Works Loans. 
ms. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brtt.—Northampton Water. 
Municipal Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices). 
Military Pensi ate 25.—Bills — a Second Time. 
ension and Yeoma: ay. 
Naval Enlistment. ws ire 
Prosecution of Offences. 
Revenue. 
Building Societies Acts Amendment. 
Bill in Committee. 
Infants. 


July 28.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvate Buis.—Bristol Corporation (Docks Purchase); Great Western 
Railway and Bristol and Portishead Pier and Railway Company. 
; Companies. 
a Bills Read a Second Time. 
Expiring Laws Continuance. 
Metropolitan Asylums Board (Borrowing Powers). 
Bills in Committee. 

Prosecution of Offences. 
Building Societies Acts Amendment (also read a third time). 

Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Bru.— Winwick Rectory. 
Metropolitan Board of Works (Money). 

e Court of Judicature Amendment. 
lic Works Loans. 
Naval Enlistment. 
, - road coe aa Read a Second Time. 
RIVATE Bris.— of Aylesford’s Estates; Bristol Corporation 
(Docks Purchase). Z ial 
Bilis Read a Third Time. 


Prrvate Bu1s.—Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction 
Railway; Devon and Cornwall Central Railway ; Brighton Improvement. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 





Cour? oF 
kevnss. V. ©. Bacon. Kay. 
Mr. Merivale Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pagh 
King Ward Lavie 
Merivale Pemberton Pugh 
King Ward Lavie 
Merivale Pemberton Pugh 
King Ward Lavie 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Currry,. Nostra. Pranson. 
Monday, Aug. ........-. 4 Mr. Farrer Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington 
ES rad ecccccccccoccoce 5 Teesdale oe ackson 
COMCSTSY...ccccccsecee 6 Farrer Clowes Carrington 
Thursday COCR Cee CEee ; mse Koe Jackson 
Coe ee OR et ee eereee arrer Clowes Carrington 
Pemhag icreveseseceees 9 Teesdale Koe Jackson 








OBITUARY. 


SIR LAWRENCE PEEL. 

The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, D.C.L., many years Chief Justice 
of fin 4 died at his residence, Garden Reach, Ventnor, on the 22nd 
ult., in his eighty-fifth year. Sir L. Peel was the son of Mr. Joseph 
Peel, and was born in 1799. He was educated at St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1821, and M.A. in 1824. He was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1824. He wag 
formerly a member of the Northern Circuit, but he afterwards emigrated 
to Calcutta. He was for several years Advocate-General for the Bengal 
Presidency, and in 1842 he was appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature at Calcutta, and received the honour of knighthood. 
He was also for a short time Vice-President of the Legislative Council of 
Bengal. In 1855 he retired on a pension, and, on his return to England, 
he became a director of the East India Company, and he was also appointed 
an Indian assessor to the Privy Council. For about twenty years he 
regularly attended the sittings of the Judicial Committee, and he had 
decided many important Indian and ecclesiastical appeals. Sir L. Peel 
was an honor D.C.L. of the University of Oxford, and a bencher of the 
Middle Temple, of which society he was treasurer in 1866. He was the 
author of a memoir of his cousin, the late Sir Robert Peel, and he 
frequently addressed letters to the Times upon legal topics. 
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LEGAL NEWS. ‘ 
<= New FE 
We are informed that Mr. R. T. Reid, Q.C., has not yet been officiaily pao 
appointed counsel to the Incorporated Law Society. UTHP 
The Illustrated London News says that the will of Mr. Judah Philip ying 
Benjamin, Q.C., was proved on the 28th ult. by John George Witt and pool, | 
Lindsey Middleton Aspland, the executors, the value of the personal 
estate exceeding £60,000. Att 80 
At the opening of the Liverpool Assizes Mr. Justice Cave is reported to pool. 
have said that it had recently been determined at an assembly of all the 
judges that no cause entered for trial at any town should be left untried, FRIENI 
and, so far as he was concerned, that resolution should always be carried Derb 
out. 
The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian says that ques- 
tions have arisen as to how the £78,000 of surplus fees in the Chancery Court 
of the County Palatine of Lancaster could be disposed of. It appears 
that technically these fees belong to the Queen in right of her Majesty’s 
Duchy, and she is at liberty to dispose of this large surplus according to 
her pleasure ; but there is, it seems, no reason whatever to doubt that the 
Queen would be willing to place her interest in this surplus at the public 
service, to be used in furthering the administration of justice. It is held Baco? 
by high authorities that, as matter of principle, there ought to be no such 31. 
surplus, because fees should not be so high as to create a surplus—at all — 
events, not of this magnitude. If, therefore, it were desired that this 
sum of £78,000 should be appropriated towards the provision of a salary A’Col 
sufficient to maintain an extra chancery judge of the Supreme Court, it Chi 
is said that it will be necessary to obtain the Royal sanction to the a 
scheme, and that an Act of Parliament should be passed extending the SHIE 
jurisdiction of the County Palatine Chancery Court, or abolishing it alto- J. 
gether and providing authority for the appointment and sittings of the Cour 
new judge. Co 
Curt! 
of 
COMPANIES. Be 
oe “ 
f 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. a 
Jomnt Stock ComPantss. 
IN CHANCERY. 
Britisn E.ecrric Ligut Company, LimtreD.—Petition for winding up, presented 
July 24, directed to be heare beforz Bacon, V.C., on Aug 2. Cole and Rodyk, 
Mincing Jane, solicitors for the petitioner 
COLEFORD HEMATITE IRON ORE Company, LumiTEeD.— Creditors are required, on Au 
for before Sept 1, to send their Christian names and surnames, addresses and Bic 
descriptions, and the full particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Ala- BL. 
baster, 2, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall st. Monday, Oct 27, at 12, is appointed 8 
tor hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and Bu 
FRENCH ELECTRICAL POWER RAGE COMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for windin b 
up, presented July 22, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Aug 2. Sne Da 
and Co, st, Mansion House, solicitors for the tioners C 
GOLD MINING TION OF CANADA, LiwmiTED.—Petition for winding up, pre- DE 
sented July 21, to be rd before Pearson, J., on Saturday, Aug 2. Dr 
Dixon, Lancaster House, The Savoy, solicitor for the petitioner DE 
MATACONG AND NorTH-WEsT AFRICAN Company, LamiTED.—Petition for winding Er 
up, presented July 24; directed to be heard before Chitty, J.,en Aug 2. White- ; 
he New sq, Lincoln’s inn, agent for Milward and Co, Birmingham! solicitors Fi 
for the petitioner P 
Minror Launpry Company, Limitep.—Kay, J., has by an order, dated July 11, Fi 
appointed Herman Joseph Lescher, 1, Prince’s st, Bank, to be officia) liquidator 
Mirror Launpry Company, LimiTreD.—Creditors are required, on or betore Aug H 
20, to send names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or ' 
claims, to Herman J hh Lescher, 1, Prince’s st, Bank. Monday, Oct 27, at H 
12, is a) for and adjudicatin upon the debts and claims ; 
OLATHE SItvER Mintno Company, Limrrep.—Pearson, J., has fixed Aug 5, at 12, H 
at his chambers, for the tment of a provisional official liquidator 
SaMARA SuGAR EsTaTE AND ANY, .—Petition for winding B 
up, presen uly 21, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, " 


Aug 2. Hanhart and Gillman, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq, solicitors for 
the petitioner 
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SHUTTLEWORTH AND CHAPMAN, LIMITED. r Petition for winding up, presented J’ 
93, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., ae. Aug?2. Clapham 
Fitch, Bishopsgate Without, solicitors for the tioner 
NITED KinapoM BoaT AND FISHERMEN’s ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY, 
LIMITED. me ,J., has by ~e: cadet. pee? Pore 15, appointed Frederick Ber- 
tram eo oe ‘annon st, to be official li quida: 
UNITED Krnapom Boat aNnD - FISHERMEN N’s re ENT INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Lowirep.—Creditors are, on or before Se ony to send their names and ad: 
and the particulars of their debts or ¢ Frederick Bertram 
Cannon st. Monday, Oct Jal at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and Jely 8: 


[ Gazette 
FAURE ExLEcTRIC ACCUMULATOR CoMPANY, LiIwITED.—By an order made 
Bacon, V.C., dated July 19, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
company be emtinued. Snell and Co, George st, Mansion House, solicitors for 
the petitioners 
Panis: BEATING Rrvk Company, LiMireD. he pe for winding up, presented 
July 28, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Aug 9. Jerome 
and Co, Tokenhouse yd, solicitors for the ag ne ll 
PEOPLE’s INDUSTRIAL ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMP. Luwrep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 28, directed to be heard b before Pearson, J., on Aug 
6. Galmoye and Co, Chancery lane, solicitors for the petitions 
PILLANS AND Company, LimireD.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated July 
19, it was ordered that the company be wound up. rand Son, King st, 
Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioner 
Rivers PURIFICATION ASSOCIATION, LIMITED.—Petition for winding up, presented 
July 29, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Aug 9. Sutton and Goaamey, 
Great Winchester st, solicitors for the petitioner 
UnrreD TRAMWAYs (IRELAND) CORPORATION, LIMITED. —By an order made by 
Kay, J., dated July 18, it was ordered that the corporation be wound up. 
Davis, Craig’s ct, Charing cross, solicitor for the petitioner 
WELLS AND Co., LIMITED. —Chitty, J., has by an order, dated fuse 11, copied 
Walter Samuel Oxborrow, 32, Queen V ictoria st, to be offi liquidator. Cred- 
itors are required, on or before Sept 16, to send ‘their names an’ , and 
the par’ Moulars of their debts or ¢ , to the above. Monday, Oct 27, at ii, is 
appointed for hearing and adj udicating’ upon the debts and 
(Gazette, July 29.) 





CouNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

New Ferry Brick AND TILE Company, LimiTrED.—By an order made by the Vice- 
Chancellor, dated J ns | 14, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
company be continued. Mather, Liv erpool, —: ~— the petitioners 

a AND WEsT LANCASHIRE BANKING .—Petition for 

ding up, resented July 23, directed to be wg Jd the Vice-Chancellor at 
all, Liverpool, on Tuesday, Aug 5. Brabner and Court, Liver- 


hy iT cokchess for the petitioner 
(Gazette, July 25.] 
Frrenpity Socretres Drssonvep. 
Att SouL3 CATHOLIC YOUNG MEN’s FRIENDLY Society, Collingwood st, Liver- 
pool, July 21 
(Gazette, July 25.) 
SUSPENDED FoR THREE MONTHS 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY OF SAMARITANS, Scarsdale Arms Inv, Weston under Wood, 
Derby. July 25. 
(Gazette, July 29.]} 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Bacon, THomMAs MicHAEL, Gt Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Boe: es r. July 
3 on ¥ Bacon, Pearson, J. Romer, St Helen’s place, Bish - st 
SHUBOTHAM, JOHN, Newcastle, Cattle Dealer. Aug 11. Griffith . jhubotham, 
Chitty, . ’ Dutton, Newcastle 


11.) 
A’CourT, RicHarp, Graham rd, Dalston, Builder. Sept 1. Boats ts on 
Chitty. J. Warburton, West st, Finsbury circus 
Smith v Rundle, Bacon, 


RUNDLE, WILLIAM, Queen’s rd, ttersea. Aug 1. 
V.c, eee Lincoln’s inn fields 
HIELDS, JOHN, Kirby Thore, Westmoreland. Aug 29. Graham vy. Horn, Chitty, 
J. Shepherd, Appleby 
Gazette, July 18.) 
CouRTIER, WILLIAM ANDERSON, Holland st, Clapham rd, , Game. Aug 8. Coles v 
Courtier, Bacon, V.C. Barnard, Westminster Bridge rd 
a | 


[ Gazette, 

om. MATTHEW TURNER, Barrow in Fureoes, Eaneasten. Sept 1. JON aise Vv 
Cutler, Bacon, V.C. Thompson, Barrow 

_ Burridge, Tr Plymouth, Captain 12 FRoval al Navy. Oct 25. Burridge v 
uu 
KErry, Gronce, Newmarket All Saints, Shoeing Smith. Sept 30. Bocock v 
Kerry, Pearson, J. Button, Newmarket 

Surru, SamvEL, Swinefleet, York, Gent. Aug 2. Smith v Thompson, Chitty, J 


England, Goole 
(Gazette, July 25.) 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CbAIM. 
JoHN THOMAS, Newcastle poe Tyne, a. Aug 23. ficock, Sunderland 
ne Birmingham. endl Os, 
BLANGHARD, RICHARD, Kingston ane, 2 Gent, Aug 3, Beift ant Ashington, 


aot Witt1aM Norton, Great Yarmouth, Gent. Aug 16, Clowes, Attle- 
a, ae, Oswestry, Salop, Solicitor. Aug 1. Davies. and Jackson, 


Osw 
Dasran, d, Chester. Aug 9. Vinewe and Co, Liverpool 


AMUEL, Liscar: 
DRAPER, Tuomas, Bewdley, Worcester, 


t, Septi. Gardner, Be 
Duvsbaix. RiciA, iby soem. Ane >. be ~ and Co Liverpool 
N, clifte, Durham. 
a. Stockton on Tees. es ae sy ant *- 
D, WILLIAM, Sherbrooke rd, Salisbury Estate, Fulham, Retired Stationer, 


‘is Godfrey an Robertson Chancery lane 
FREEMAN, Colonel Tuomas Inico WickHaM, Bath. Aug 11, Bowlings and Co, 


Sieeee, Sopu1a Sepeuns, Devonshire rd, Holloway. Aug?7. Carter and Bell, 
HaMILton. Tioutena: t-Colone. . 

and Go. Nea = nt-Co enel RobERT WILLIAM, Cadogansq. Aug3i. Markby 
HERBERT, Henry, Bootle, Cumberland, Yeoman. Aug 6. Butler, Broughton in 
Hows, Ropert CHARLES, Wilmslow, Chester, Gent. Aug20. Earleand Co, Man- 


Hupsox, WILFRED, Sheffield, Metal Smith. Sept1. Clegg and Sons, Sheffield 








J Wutt1aM Epwarp AsxTow, Carlisle, Cumberland. Aug 1. Williams and 
“Go. Lincoln’ ’s inn 


JOHNSON, WILLIAM, Lewisham, Kent, Gent. July 30. —Tee tee 
Louisa AGNES, Live: . 9. Weight and Co, 
Mouveats 3, Cusntam, Bromley, t. Aug 30. as connie Fate inn sq, for 
NEILSON, ANN, Aug 9. Wright and Co, Liverpoo 
LIVER, Roysron, Fallowfield, Lancaster. Aug?7. Slater "and vag Go, Manchester 
goo st, Chelsea, Builder. Aug 30. Cole, 
jury 


d 
ae SARAH, | ign Brighteo. Aug 2. Ps 3g and 
ee 1. ee, orcester 
Rgvent, Joxatias, Liveepeek, ool Laken touts teanus Keeper. Aug 14. Bremner and 


no Pony il 
CHARLES, Devon Gent. Aus ® 9. Re Devonport 
Rocurons, Golonel WiL114M CowPER, ag he ol Lincoln’s inn 


ten BR, WILLIAM, Hanwell, Middlesex, General casa Aug 20. Wooi- 
untae ton Bons citord = ot Maker, Aug.is. Lock, Tenb 
OMAS, a ‘en he ‘em ug enby 
Tinne, JOHN AB’ Breer icanthe eee Lt Liverpool, Esq. Sept 1. Garnett 
and Tarbet, Sivas 
TURNBULL, JOHN, Bartholomew rd, Kentish Town, Gent. Aug 18. Wheatleyan1 
Son, New inn, Strand 
Vanes, RICHARD, Padiham, Lancaster, Labourer. Aug®s, Fletcher, Biack- 
urn 
WITHINGTON, CHARLES, Pendleton, near Manchester, Surgeon. Oct 30. Within:- 
Wns Timer Hemet paket. Aus it. Showts 0 Sidulepen 
NERY, Hornse r x wards, en's 
: - id Gantte, July 11.1 


ADAMS, THOMAS, Ym Hee Carpenter. Augi4. Moore and Co, Lamington 


BAKER, FRANCES ioe, Maidston ne. July 3t. Beale and Co, 
a Avguste Haat HERMANN, Gratton ter, Brook Green, Clerk. Aug 
1 lim, Min: 


BLAKE, JOHN JOSEPH, Bramerton, Norfolk, Gent. Augii. Blake, Norwich 


Bnows, Dasiit ping, Hoses Rarer, Sox Wiphisand odie, Epping. 


and Harvey, Newcastle upon Tyne 
BurtiER, Mary, Tenb Pembroke. Aug?2. Davies and Co, Haverfordwest 
CHALKLEN, ISAAC, Gian, Kent, Grocer. Aug 30. Greathead, Rochester 
CHERRY. Sanaa, & Augi. Stansfeld, 
CLARK, THOMAS, Sad Leicester, Grazier. Aug 15. Miles and Co, Leicester 
Dixon. SAMUEL, Beedtoed. ork, Canal Carrier. Sept 1. Weatherhead’ and Burr, 


ingley 
Dowels, Susan, Ladbroke crescent, Notting Hill. July 31. Chapman, London 


Fe ee ee ot Basicchon, Orpen, hee it ol 
NC nm 2 
= Blackawto ae wton, Devon. Oct 10. Smith, Destneuih: 
ad Joun, St Mary’s rd, Harlesden, Gent. Augi. Bartley and James, 
Somerst st, , Pers 
mans, Pinner’s Hall ct, Old Broad st, Merchant. Augié. Hollams 


York, Ironmonger. Septi. Heeley, Holmfirth 
sq, Chelsea. Aug 5. Tolhurst and Co, Graves- 


Guaxr Wr11A4M, Worthing, _——_ Aug 16. te Veni, Woriins neal 
Huis Thorpe, Norwich, Commercial er. Aug 
HMtiiles and Co, Norwich 
Hinps, Mary MErcy, Bristol. Aug 15. Cooke and Co, Bristol 
KERSHAW, JANET, Westh 


ton, Lancaster. Aug 15. Hope, 4 
Kyicut, GzorGE HENRY, yston, Leicester, Cattle Dealer. Septi. Berridge 


and Miles, Leicester 
MoGuive, Wits Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Aug 20. Harris and Gorst, 
GerorGE, Ecclesfield, York, Gent. Aug 15. Wightman and Nicholson, 


MILLER, 
Peete oacas, W thi Trym, Gloucester. Septi. Pease, Bristol 
es upon x . 
Pyerae JOHN, Tebay, Westmorland, Yeoman. Sept 1 . Thomson and Wilson, 


»| Rater, Pupor fae. Hordle, Hants, Lieutenant Royal Navy. Aug i4. Moore 
and Co, Lym 
Awias, BAaBana ANN , Beaminster, Dorset. Aug 14. Moore and Co, Lyming- 
m, 
Reteue cae, Beaminster, Dorset, Gent. Aug 14. Moore and Co, Lyming- 
WALLIs, ya Winthpore, Nottingham. Aug 30. Pratt and Hodgkinsons, 
Newark upon Trent 
_ Lyp14, Gamlingay, Cambridge. Augi. Wilkinson and Co, St Neot’s, 


(Gazette, July 15.) 
Brown, my b actmrarcasng upon Tyne. Aug 27. Watson and Denby, New- 
CAUDLE, a "Shi Wits, nt Phillips and Son Seat ee on, 
CauUDLE, W. sah se Be ay Sept 1. Phillips and 
"| CHantaens, Genvase Apants, Derby , Butcher. Aug 26. pe agp ag 
Opens, I WARD, Mannamead, outh, Gent. Aug 23. Gidley and 


Coo: FRaNcts, Thixen: York. Aug. Buttle, Old Jewry 
CoRDERY, Jomhrman, Sooke Sate Poges, Backinghom, of no occupation. Aug 6 
DUNELEY, GnondE, Denmark House, Clapham, Gent. Augi7. Kays and Jones, 
ew 
ELKAN, SEMMY, Bedford t1. Lousada and Austin Friars 
pL and Emanuel, my 


‘OALE, 
FOREMAN, SARAH, Cambridge. A’ ‘oods, lane 
KNOLLYS, Mary, Old Choriton, Kent. ug Cookson and Co, New sq, Lin- 


In’, 
OSELE OSELEY, TrnsoN HuMPHREY, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Barrister at Law. Aug 2. 





Boxall, Brighton 
eh Austin eats” nn Gent. Sept 1. Lousada 
ee mel, Aug 23. Wright and Co, 
ae Rev wus te “~! Hants. Sept 1. lavvalicr and Gater, 


Sairn, Joun Epwarpv, Richmond wot Seer Gent. Septi. Shepheard and 


Sons, Finsbury 
gucrmm, Hasan Au Kwronr, Bradford, ¥ t, Bradford 
Wsuiax, Coventry, Gent, Sept ney 
Waastarr, J. wist and Sgnn, Gov ont Aug 16 
Needham and Co, 


Hewnisirs Manre Exxrstixe, August Thor, Brunswick, Gormany, 


Oot i. ay A wy ES 


Winstiey, a gg Le Aug 16. eS er 


(@anetée, Duly 18.) 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


Copan. .—July 14, at 18, The Paragon Clifton, Bristol, the wife of Henry 

wdson, solicitor, of a daughter. 

HARTSHORNE. —July 17, at Iver, the wife of Bertr: = Fulke Hartshorne, of 41, 
Pier-perk-corons, S'w., barrister-at-law. of a so1 

READER.— 28, at Dunrayen-house, Albert-bridge -road, S.W., the wife of 
George Rew er, "solic itor, of a son. 

RIcKEARD.—At 7, St. Laurence-road, Plymouth, the wife of W. W. Rickeard, 
aouetoce:, of a son. 

N.—July 4, at 52, Lansdowne-road, W., the wife of Edward J. B. Scrat- 

ton, barrister-at- law, of a daughter, 


MARRIAGES. 


GaRROD—COLCHESTER.—July 22, at tees, Suffolk, Herbert B. Garrod, 
barrister-at-law, of 22, Clifton-hill, N.W . to Lucy Florence, daughter of William 
Colchester, of Springfield, Ipswich. 

IDDON. ht ad 19, at Bushey, near Watford, Herts, Henry Marmaduke 
Hewitt, = A., LL.M., barrister-at-law, of A Inner Temple, to Agnes Helen, 
child of the late George A of Clifton, Bristol. 
—UNDERWO0O0D.—May 1, at Melbourne Victoria, Australia, F. L. as Roan 
bridge Smyth, late of Exeter College, Oxford rer tor South Wal Alice 
Charlotte, daughter of Frederick Underwood, of Manly , New South Wales. 


DEATHS. 


BENHAM.—July 11 at his woskionce, Baron’s Court, Kensington, of Bright’s 
disease, James 2 Benham, F.R &c., of the Middle Temple, barrister- 
at-law, and of St. “Mary Hall, Oatond, aged 34. Dearly loved ph deeply 
lam by his sorrowing relatives and friends. 

Bryns. re uly 28, at Welbury-drive, Manningham, John William Binns, solicitor, 


Lioyp.—July 18, at 100, Lancaster-gate, John Horatio Lloyd, barrister-at-law, 
late of 1, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, aged 85 

Mason.—July 24, John Nicholas ason, of ‘60, Belsize-park-gardens, South 
Hampstead, and 32, Gresham-street, E.C. 

i aie .—July 26, Moreton Revell Phillips, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at- 

Ww 


ILLIAMS.—July 17, at Nottingham, the Hon. Sir Watkin Williams, Judge of the 
High Court of y ustice, aged 55. 








Tenders will be received by the London and County Bank and Messrs. 
Chasemore, Robinson, & Sons, for £400,000 Croydon Corporation Three 
and a Half per Cent. "Stock. The loan is secured upon the borough and 
general district rates, as well as upon the revenues of waterworks and 
other property belonging to the corporation. The minimum price is 
ninety-seven per cent., and the interest will be paid half-yearly. 








. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Fray, July 25, 1884. 
Bell, William Henry, Wakefield, Tobacconist. Wakefield. Pet July 22. Ord 
July 23. Exam Aug 7 


Davis, Caleb, Beewiaey, Np mee — et Carriage Builder. Coventry. Pet July 
22. OrdJuly 22. Exam Aug 25 at 3 
=. William Henry, Newent, Gloucester, Grocer. Gloucester. Pet July 22. 
Ord Jul ly 22. Exam Artg 26 
Edbrook - Martin Luther, nen, Gloucestershire, Smith. Bristol. 
Pet July 21. Ord July 21. Exam Aug 1 
er : bane Exeter. Carver. Exeter. Pet July 23. Ord July 23, Exam 
ug 7 at 11 
eg he eet, Torquay, Boot Maker. Exeter. Pet July 10. Ord July 22, 
ug 7 
>. 2 Fe ing, D Durham, Joiner. Newcastle-on-Tyne, Pet July 22, Ord 
Exam =~ } 
roy teas Ashton, Lincoln, Ironmonger. Lincoln. Pet July 21. Ord July 21. 
Exam Aug 18 at 2.30 at Sessions House, Lincoln 
= ee Lyons, Lyons Court, Ladbroke rd, Holland Park, out of occu- 
pation. a.vones. et July 1. Ord July 23. "Exam Aug 28 at 11 at 34, Lin- 


coln’s inn fi 
Henry Ground, Bewdley, nanan, Chemist. Kidderminster. Pet 
July 23. July 23. Exam Aug 7 at 
Haworth, eae Blackburn, ai, Saddler, Blackburn. Pet July 22, 
pa July 22. Exam 5 12 min, Hh , 
orsfall, oe ew nr ni ersfield, Dyer. Huddersfield. Pet 
ae. By * a ty a Exam Aug tat i 7 
Ed ‘ew Malde nm, no conmeiien. Kingston, Surrey. Pet July 21. 
"= uly 22. Exam Aug 15 


mh J ome fe Swansea, Hairdresser. Swansea. Pet July 22. Ord July 


Xe, Alvey, Hutton Rudby, Yorkshire, Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Bs Pet July 22. Ord July 22. Exam Aug 1 at3 at County Court, Stock- 


Kite, Henry Thomas, Maria st, Kingsland rd, Carman. h Court. Pet Jul 
uly 23, Exam Sept 2 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inafelae -4 


Langden, Timothy, Derby, Butcher. Derby. Pet July 21. Ord July 21. Exam 
Partington, Reese, Heywood, Lancashire, Waste Dealer. Bolton. Pet J uly 
22. J Exam Aug 13 at 11 


Potter, John, Ker itisbeare, Devonshire, Carpenter. Exeter. Pet July 22. Ord 


July 22. Aug 7 at 11 
Shaw, Edward Thomas, Maria st, Kingsland rd, General Carri High Cor 
Pet July 23. Ord July 23. ped Sept 2 at 11. '30 at $4, Lincolivs inn felts rad 
Sam Wi rdshire, Beer Retailer, Walsall, Pet July 21, 


= Ord July 2 Exam’ Angi ae it 


Syect, re ee Liverpool, Ship Owner. Liverpool. Pet July2i. Ord 
siaabey Ww “Torquay, Dealer in Glass Exeter. Pet July 21. Ord July 21. 


Ty 11.30 at $4, Lincoln’s inn fields 
A aun Sept rick A’ ; 


m, Arthington, nr Leeds, Hop Merchant. Leeda, 
Pet J Ord July 21. Exam July 29 at 11 ; 
Willey, derick, and Samuel Tebbutt, Liverpool, Cutlers. Liverpool. Pe 


July 19. Ord July 21. Exam July 31 at 11.30 


The Receiving Order made against William Woodall, on the 29th May last, wag 
discharged by order of the Court of Appeal, dated the 27th June. 


ORDER FOR ADMINISTRATION IN BANERUPTOY OF EsTATE OF DECEASED DEBTOR, 


Edwards, John, Llansaintffraid, nr Corwen, Merionethshire, Farmer. Wrexham, 
Pet July 21. ‘Ora J uly 21. Official Receiver, Chester 


NOTICE OF PUBLIC EXAMINATION. 


Meadows, Frederick, Goldhurst rd, St John’s Wood, Bootmaker. High Court, 
Exam Aug 7 
First MEETINGS. 


Bell, William eee, Wakefield, Yorkshire, Tobacconist. Augiat3. Official 
Receiver, Wakefield 

Benson, Walter Edward, Withington, Lancashire, Livery Stable Proprietor, 
Aug 7 at3. Official Receiver, County oo Market 1, Stockport 

Davis, Caleb, Coventry, Warwickshire, ilder. Gees. Official 
Receiver, 46, Jordan Well, Coventry 

Eaton, William Henry, Newent, Gloucestershire, Grocer. Aug2at 8. Officia 
Receiver, 84, Parton st, Gloucester 

Edbrooke, Martin Lu ther, Shirehampton, Gloucestershire, Smith. Aug 1 at 11.45, 

Official Receiver, Bank ch’ rs, Bristol 
a rd John, Exeter, Carver. Aug 8 at 4. Craven Hotel, Craven st, 
ond 
Eivceey, Samuel, Torquay, Boot Maker. Aug 5 at 3.30. Grand Hotel, 


Finch, Colin, Felling, Durham, Joiner. Aug 5 at 12. Official Receiver, County 
chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Fox, George Ashton, Lincoln, Ironmonger. Aug 13 at 4. Central Sale Rooms, 
Bank st, Lincoln 
yr a eee, Fish Salesman. Aug 1 at 11. Official Receiver, Bank 
rs, Bristo! 
orsfall, John William, New a nr Huddersfield, Dyer. Aug 2 at 11. Official 
Receiver, New st, Huddersfiel 
Jones, Gorge, Sheffield, Matter. Aug 5atii. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, 
21coln’s inn 
Kay, Alvey, Hutton Rudby, Yorkshire, Joiner. Augiatii. Official Receiver, 
8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
King, Francis, James, het ren Corn Merchant. Augiati2. Official Receiver, 
109, Victoria P Westminste 
King, Henry Morgan, oeuk, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Aug 1 at 1. Court 
=e Cockermouth 
Kaige , Benjamin, Liverpool, Plumber. Aug 5 at 2. Official Receiver, Lisbon 
gs, Victoria st, Liverpool 
—— en, poate: Derby, Butcher. Aug 1 at3. Official Receiver, St James’s 


~~: hew, J Jom Edward, Eastbourne, Gentleman. Aug 6 at 2.30. 160, North st, 

righto: 

Partington, Samuel, Heywood, Lancashire, Waste Dealer. Aug 1 at 11. 16, Wood 
st. Bolton 

Potter, John, Kentisbeare, Devonshire, Carpenter. Aug 2 at 11. Official Receiver, 
13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Richards, Emily soe Sutton Coldfield, out of business. Aug 1 at 11. Official 
Receiver, Whitehall chb brs, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Ridgway, Frederick, Be Helens, Lancashire, ho f Proprietor, Aug 5 at3. Official 
Receiver, Lisbon bldgs, Victoria st, aevergon: 

Robinson, Edward, New London st, Co actor. Aug 5 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Smith, Samuel, Wailea Staffordshire, Beer Retailer. Aug 11 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, Bridge st, Walsall 

my , Torquay, Dealer in Glass. Aug 6 at 2. Queen’s Hotel, 

‘orquay 

Tustin, Caroline, Margaret st, Cavendish sq, Perfumer, Spinster. Aug 5 at 2. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Whatmough, Frederick Abraham, Arthtagten, ot Leste, Ho Merchant. Augi 
at 11. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s ch rs, 22, Park row. 

i ee Nottingham, Gilder. Aug 1 at 12, Official Rec ~% er, Exchange 
wa 

Wilson, Philip, peattingham, Tailor. Aug 1 at 2. Official Receiver, Exchange 


Yuill, ais Ca Aston juxta Birmingham, Export Merchant. Aug 1 at 3. 
fficial Receiver, Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aparews, Alf Alived, Bury St Edmunds, Builder.. Bury St Edmunds. Pet June %. 
rd « 
Bell, Willams Henry, Wakefield, Tobacconist. Wakefield. Pet July 22. Ord 


July 
Oniientier, Edwin Romaine, Sheffield, Actor. Sheffield. Pet July 2. Ord 


culate, John Andrew, Leeds, Tinner. Leeds. PetJuly 8. Ord July 21 

Dewees, Theresa, Leeds, Rhophospen. Leeds. Pet July 8. Ord July 21 
worthy, Samuel, Torquay, tmaker. Exeter. Pet July 10. Ord July 

Fie John, pHorbury, nr Wakefield, Shoddy Manufacturer. Wakeficht. 7 et 


June ail 
—— sy Ground, Bewdley, Worcestershire, Chemist. Kidderminster. 
Ft Ji ay 23. Ord Ji 
canes Weary , Dartford, Kent, Stonemason. Rochester. Pet July 


a pci weston Rudby, Yorkshire. Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middles 
borough. Pet July 22. Ord July 22 

Longden, Timothy, Derby, Butcher, Derby. Pet July 21. Ord J uly 21 

a eA John, Kentisbeare, Devonshire, Carpenter. eter, Pet July 22. Ord 


uly 

Reeves, Peter, Upholland, Lancashire, Brewer. Boltou. Pet June2i. Ord 
uly 

Sanderson, William, Sheffield. Grocer. Sheffield. Pet July7. Ord July 
ey, Arthur George Sewallis, re unknown, Clerk in Holy Orders. 22 igh 


Coust, Pet June 5. Ord Jul 
Smith, hyp Walsall, § Y rdshire, Beer Retailer. Walsall. Pct July 21. 


Ord J 

ez a yeayvin, Pembroke, Auctioneer. Pembroke Dock. Pet July 7. Ord 
Watts dame 9 Chertsey, Surrey, Ironmonger. Kingston, Surrey. Pet May 2%. 
Wheeler, wy FS ohn LS ana Leytonstone, Essex, Builder. High Court. Under section 


108. Ord Jul 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
SS July 29, 1884. 





Aston. James, and Sam James Fullips. ham, Cas. 
Makers. Birmingham. eS ir July 24. Ord ee aT - 


Aug..2, 1884, a 


gl, Mori Holland rd, Brixton, Traveller. High Court. Pet July 22. On 


ourere 
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= 
y 2. On 
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‘pool, 


DEBTOR, 
Wrexham, 


zh Court, 


3. Officia) 
roprietor, 
Official 
Officia 
1 at 11.45, 
aven st, 
‘1 Hotel, 
, County 
Rooms, 
or, Bank 
Official 
bugal st, 
veceiver, 
‘eceiver, 
Court 
Lisbon 
James's 
orth st, 
, Wood 
eceiver, 
Official 
Official 
rey st, 
ial Re- 
Hotel, 
t2. 33, 
Augi 
shange 
shange 


L at 3, 


ine 25, 
. Ord 
Ord 


Pet 
aster, 
; July 
idles. 


Ord 
Ord 


High 
y 21. 

Ord 
y 29. 






tion 
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Bell Hi coats eka ae Commission Agent, New- | Parkes, William, Tettenhall, nr Wolverhampton, Shipbroker. Aug 12at 10.30. 
Ehren 1 ee Bet Jul : Official Receiver, St Peter’s close, W 

Benson, ries John, Pessbems Ona sey sv prestall Pet July 9: Ord July 25. oBrse Joseph, Brigg, Lincolnshire, Mill AugS8atii. Angel Hotel, 

a Gores, Taunton, Baker. Taunton. Pet July 24. Ord July 24. Exam | Ramsey, een Feng om . , Contin st, Falcon sq, Belt Manufacturer. Aug 11 at 11. 

30 po » PO) S| 
coats, William, and d George Coxon Coats, North Shields, Auctioneers. New- ed la he Charles, S dt Swithin's lane, Cigarette Merchant. AugS8atil. 33, 
on Tyne. Pet July 25. Ord July. Exam Carey ts Woodie 
0) 


Pi Aug7 
* Master er. Liverpool. Pet July 1. 
7 at il. 


than, and Hen: Watmough Kingston upon Hull, Ale Merchants. 
ingston if coal Ht t July 24. Ord July 24. Exe Aug 11 at 11 at Court 
‘o 

H Seg yr Stockton on Tees, Cellarman. Stockton on 
re eta Pet J uly 26. OrdJuly 26. Exam Aug 8 at 11 at Geueae 

Stockton on 
Geller, Frederick, North 7 Woolwich, Butcher. Greenwich. Pet July 25, Ord 
%. Exam 
Robert, Lidtineton, Wiltshire, Farmer. Swindon. Pet July 26. Ord 
ag pn don at 12 

ood, nr Huddersfield, Carrier. Huddersfield. Pet July 


, John Sayes, Liverpool, 
Davies, © o : wn 





mJ Ba Aug 15 at 10 
Onl July 3 Knott, Falcon ter, Clap! Junction, Commission 
do twortk, Pet June 27. Ord July #2, Exam Aug7 
Atte paea Pearmeth, Newcastle = . Carver.” Newcastle on Tyne. 
award, = ley, " Yorkshire, “< Uiecee, Dewsbury. Pet July 24. Ord 
Stephen Gk 4 
fxam Sept t My — 11. 30 oh 
Hull, Mar Court. Pet Mar 21. Ord 
aly 28. Rept 9 at 11-20 st 24, Pincols's inn elds 
K * Joseph vey os xfordshire, Butcher. Oxford. Pet July 14. 
Ord Fat 4» §—y Re wr 14 at 
Liddle, t Socenl cing Fd, Wandewarsh, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet July 8. 
—_— Edmund i, Mg tl St Mowy, Devonshire, Farmer. Exeter. Pet July 
Ord July 25. Exam Aug 19 ati 
Nanton, James Coope, Chesterfield, Derbyshire Rope Maker. Chesterfield. Pet 
Owen, J = Shep Grocer. 
July 26. Exam 
illiam, Tettenhall, near Wolverhampton, Shipbroker and Farmer. 
Wolverhampton. Pet July 24. Ord July 24. ug 12 
Gamay, ¢ Joseph, Brigg, Lincolnshire, wright. Great ete. Pet July 


Ord J Exam Aug 
ane DOR High Court. Pet July 28. 
coln’s inn 
*Nhirland rd, Paddington, Buil jider. 
Ord July %. Exam A 
ch Mg: A Rg Th h Court. Pet July 26. Ord 
0 e 
2 at 11.30 oes 34, Apooke's Rae 
pu 25. Exam Aug 9 22 at 11 at eee s 
Morgan, Ilfracombe, Architec - ae May 17. Ord 


Robbins, W: 
July 16. Exam A rit at 11 at the Bridge hall, Barnsta 
ee a eee Decorator. ‘Barnstaple Pet June 23. Ord 
ug 15 a 
ry — Cardiff, Bootmaker. Cardiff. PetJuly 14. Ord July 
m Aug 14 at 


ot i eae Mexthenptonshive, Pa Carter. Peter- 


Bo Pet July 26 26. Exam A 
Sofomon, Denicl, Daniel, High st, Gamnlon Town, Sates. me, gh Court Pet July 24. Ord 


Exam Sept 2 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s 
First MEETINGS 
Aston, James, and Samuel Isaiah James Phillips, 


Sten Show Case 

Makers, Aug 6 at 11. Official Receiver, Whitehall chbrs, Colmore row, 

 ¢ J ie Henry, Cullercoats, Northumberland, Commission t. Aug 8sat 
Official Receiver, County chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on 


Bicknell, ¢ , George, Taunton, Baker. Aug 7 at 11.30. ” Official Receiver, 9, Middle st 
Bogle, Andrew Hugh, € Slough, Buckinghamshire, Retired Major-General. A 

6 at og Official Receiver, 109, Victoria st, We stminster seat 
Bree » Artur, Brussels, Retired Captain. Aug 8 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Coats, ‘lism, and George Coxon Cons, North Shields, Anstiomam. Aug 9 at 


11. Official Wil’ sant Keuhad, Cheshire Westgate rd, Newcastle on 
Constentine, |W: eshire, Draper. Aug 6 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, 48, Hamilton sa pirkente 
Cudworth, W: John obort Cudworth, Ossett, Yorkshire, Worsted 
Spinners. bis y 6at 11. Dewsbury County Court District Incorporated Law 
Society, Bond st, Some ury 
Duncan, Nathan, and Henry Watmough, Kingston upon Hull, Ale ions. 


Ang fat 11, Hull Incorporated Law Society, Lincsin's inn bidgs, Bowlalley 
a ee Northwick ter, Maida Hill, Builder. Aug5at2. Bankruptcy 


wees, F 
5 Manchester, Auctioneer. Aug 6 at 2.30. Court house, En- 
ccimbe hep Salford, Mancheste -” 2 
John, and ae ike oe a Queen Victoria st, Engineers. Aug 12 
Gleahil, 3 oy Haddersficld, Carrier. Aug 7 at 3. Official Re- 


a 
od Age 
0! . uxton, St James’ olloway, House mt. Aug 8 at 2. 

Bankra , Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn we eed 


oggs, le Hi Oxford st, Wife of James Goggs. Aug7at ii. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, “aes a 
a rge ae Wy Lewisham, Builder. Aug? at 2.80. Official Receiver, 
? estminst ter 
a, Hore ; Horatio Henry, address unknown, Draper. Aug? at2. Bankruptcy 
Hardy. 2 te | Newcastle on Tyne, Carver. Aug 8 at 12, Official 
Receiver, County chbrs, West; gtenme? Newcastle on Tyne 
Henry Ground, Be orcestershire, Chemist. Aug 7 at 2. 
Messrs. er and J.J. Corbett, dd 
Haworth, Ee Edward, Blackburn, Lancashire, Saddler. Aug 5ati1i, County Court, 


Hegarty, Edward B Batley, Yorkshire, Grocer. ‘Aug 7 at 3, Official Receiver, 


Hill, William Henge Rowee , and Henry Hill, Llanishen, Glamorganshire, Con- 
trictors for Public Works. Aug 7 at 2.30,’ Official Receiver, 2, Bute crescent, 


Hlsch Frederick William Richard, and Hermann Spindler, Milton st, Mer- 
Aug8at2. Bankrup tey bidgs, P Portugal st ’ ~ 
ce Malden, ' aacsey, no occupation. Aug 5 atil. 28 and 29, 
John, Coleshill st " 

: ie Fortueal st late an Officer in 88th Regiment. Aug 11 at 11. 

anes, Josiah Se Rethart ee, Soamorgandhire, Hairdresser. Aug 5 at il. 
ire ward, Grafton st, a Member of the Grafton Club. Aug 5 at 3. 

wenster und Tucker. 


» Bow, Devonshire, Farmier, Aug7atii, The Castle of 
James CAS Grevtorfield, Derbyshire, Rope Maker. Aug 6 at 10.45. 
pale! nel het Grocer. Augéat12. Grand Hotel, Brist 


-Benson, 





Stear, Carpenter. Fey age ta 33, Carey st 


Sutton, James Gould, yee Aug Court-house, Encomb? 


pl, Salford, 

Vi Moritz. Holland rd, Brixton, Traveller. Aug 11 at 1. Carey 

Wi Julie Policia, Brod = ik st, Han, over sq, er Embroideress. ‘Aug tat? 
33, 


y st 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Bell, Joshug, His Hore, Bot July 35 ges > emma Commission Agent. New- 
Bennion, Robert t, Tue Brook, nr Liverpool, Estate Agent. Liverpool. Pet Ju'y 
vAltredd h: Protos, Meee. S Preston. Pet July 9. A, Sa y 36 
Engineers. ob Orme, and c. Pet J A 9, Ord July 35 nearegsean re 

orcester. une 

et James, Castleton, nr Rochdale, Farmer. Oldham. Pet July 3. Ord 


John, and Thomas Carroll, Middletown, nr gr Monaghan, Armagh, Pro 
Dealers. Liverpool. Pet June 2 Ond July 25 

William, and George Coxon Coates, Auctioneers. Newcastle 

Baton, William B Henry, Newent, boneeuterchine, Grocer. Gloucester. Pet July 


= 
ie. Pet July 25. Ord J 
BAweets, dobn, Raster, Oo er, Exeter. Pet July 23. Ord July 26 
™ ON veh 7 gene 


Fletcher, Humphrey Sania. Stockton on Stockton on Tees 
ss Ly vom Ba J oy ; = rad J 
Geores, oe July 9. Ord July 26 
Tigges. see | ohn pages, le st, py as Mer ook “> Giider High Court. Pet 


aey, Yorkshire, Grocer. Dewsbury. Pet July 24. Ord 


Hegarty, 1 jedennd, 
Hill, William, Bristol, Fish sman. Bristol. Pet July 19. Ord J 
. ap oo Victualler. Nexdnghan, Poe July 23. 


Hitchin, Joke, No’ 
ey! ohn William, New Mill, nr Huddersfield, Dyer. Huddersfield. Pet 
Ho gol aes icholas, Bury St Edmunds, Farmer. Bury St Edmunds. Pet 
snes ‘Dovid, Matvern Wells, Worcestershire, Ironmonger. Worcester. Pet 
King, rouge, Ss Drummond st, Euston sq, Fishmonger. High Court. Pet June 
Miles, * aan -, La Portslade, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet July 8. Ord 

-{; Tucker, Bow, Devonshire, Farmer. Exeter. Pet July 11. Ord 
siete James Coops, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Rope Maker. Chesterfield. Pet 
et , John, Chapter st, Westminster, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet July 8. Ord 
Webster, Simeon, and Charles Brown Webster, Leeds, Grocer. Leeds. Pet June 
satin Witla P 'eterboro' rough Voxthamptonahire, Brewer’s Carter. Peter- 

orough. Pet J A 26. 

Wpamaeneh. yim ge me Abeehams,  Aribtrigton, nr Leeds, Hop Merchant. Leeds. 
Wheatley. Thomas J Nottingham, Boot Maker. Nottingham. Pet June 24, 
ory 3 Custom House, July 23 Thames st, Refreshment Contractor. 


Pet July 2. 
High Court. bk 12, Ord J 
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— 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA EDE AND SON, : MEW SDEBOR. 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chosciate Powder. = 8 SOLICITORS BOOK -KeSEaE 
li MAKER Co t).—The New Explanatory Treatise 
aera B np me sod ane ———e ROBE 2ER e s, Sate aed See adopted system, ‘Tenth 
Facul “ 1 ion, a 
f bid pay whe een Pe. BY sPECIAL APPOINTMENT, KAIN’S NEW No. 94 PERFORATED DRAFT BILig 
& , and invaluable for Invalids and Children. To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the of COSTS BOOK, 500 pages, with Index, price 9s. 6d,, 
commended a Seo Medical Press. Judicial Bench Corporation of n & and all the necessary Copyright Account Books, &c., under 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits c sg Les = Ger gs ite aired, special books) ta 
oy poe ~ sfondoned ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERE. 5 


imes the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 


sade instantaneously with boiling B cap a eamogetes 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenn 
Cocoatima a La Varrutzis the most delicate, Rigestible, 


cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at Is. 6d., o Be. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
rocers, 


Charities on tor Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. Scuwztrzar £Co.,10 Adam-st., Strand, london, W. 





T? you want Money without Fees—amounts 


£10 to £1,000—before a) elsewhere see Mr. 
HIttow, Hiron, personally if seh ay Samer Tower-street. 


a Wanted, by a Gentleman who has 
his Final, a Conveyancing or General 


ig Cierkshi: in town or country (latter pre- 
= gt snaiewebe, good Seamvenine’* Aibizone, 
So tedenee Broad Haven, Pembrokeshire. 


I AW.—Clerkship (with or without view to 

faa ws me Mg - a roughly 6 and Com- 
missioner (admi orou, competent ; 
excellent references and testim: tecstimmonniaie.—A, Ww. 


Address, 
Messrs. Jackson & Evans, 81, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 








“9 





AW.—A Gentleman, 25 years of age, who 

has been articled in the country, and has served 

four years under his articles, is desirous of Complet- 

ing the Term with some Gentleman in Moderate 

Practice in a re poy? Mt he in one of the Home or 

Southern counties ildford might be preferred ; he 

~ to give a premium, and would de- 

to the busindes of the office.—Apply, 

x B., care of J. H. Grant, Solicitor, Kennington- 
cross, 8.E. 





AW.—A Solicitor desires a Conveyancing 
or General Clerkship after the Vacation ; nearly 
ears’ experience in a West-end office.—A. Mm 

tors’ Journal ”’ Office, 27, Chancery- lane, W. Cc: 


CCOUNTS.—To Solicitors and Uthers.— 

An Accountant of many years’ experience 

highest refer sAddrese LSD. “Bolicltne’ 
ences.—. * 

Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, w.c. of igen 


five 
“ 








vate zs OFTION. —A Olergyman (late 
of ny of many years’ experience 
in Tuition, Prepares th “ag haem of + Bie nile Pro- 
fessional Careers and Competitive paecations. 
References to parents whose sons, after failin 
make under the public school system, 

rapidly and successfully. — Tutor, care ‘of 

Bawtree, & Stevens, Solicitors, St. 

Mildred’s-court, Poultry, London. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Law Wigs and Gowns for een teve Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


Cera NORTHERN RAILWAY. 

TOURIST pa whee EMENTS, 

Tourist Tickets will be issued from the i ‘of May 
to the 3ist of October, 1884. For culars see 
oo Tables and es iss' by the Gom- 

HENRY OAKLEY, General 

es » aa King’s Cross Station, April, 1884. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE 
for as ing particulars in their FREE MONTHLY 
REGISTER of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY 
HOUSES, Furnished or U: ed, or for Sale, to be 
had GRATIS at their Offices, or post-free for two panes 
Published on the Ist of the month, and ‘or 
insertion should be scent not later than five days previcus 
to end of preceding mon 
Valuations for Probate ae Transfer. Surveys. 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 

to announce that their sales by Auction of 

Plate, Watches, Chains, Jousiecy. © Precious Stones, 

&e., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
and Fridays 

The etgoniion, of Betatboes. Executors, Trustees, 











and others is particularly called A this ready means 
= Lm disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clien: 


In consequence of the frequency of their sales. 
Messrs. J. & D. are enabled to include large or 
—— at short notice (if required). 

Sales of Furniture held at — houses. 

Valuations for Probate or fer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the ay Auction ct, B.C. (established 


1793), 38 and 39, Gracechurch-street, 

Messrs. pb dann & ond beg to notify that 
their Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Household and Office Furniture. 


Bedding, &c., are held on each day of ‘the week 
(Saturdav excep ed). 


AVENDISH COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE. 


Four Saioniine 8 of £30 each, tenable for 3 years, 

lothworkers’ Soppany, o one by His 

the Duke of Devonshire, K. one by Samuel 

ae: Esq., M.P., and one by E eB Foster, Esq., 

will be offered for competition on August 6, 7, and 8, 

1884. Candidates must be under 17 on August 6. 
Ded, ae ap being between 16 and 17,a 

e Colles iy t tag r Lodging, Board (with 

ollege an 

extra : ‘Term in the Long Vacation). and includin LS 








HAVIES’ INN.—To be Tet on Lease — 
Desiraile Premises for Offices or Chambers, 
with er and suitable fo for the Architectural, 


other 1 
Grasten & ~<a Agents ts and haneianae es 41, 
Charing-cross, 8 





ers SOLLEon, near WINSLOW, 
Navy, Medic toed - of Clergy, Army and 


Terms 
an orphans, Good 
little sickmens, and unex- 
lerence.—Address, Rev. Dr. 





BeSECETORS and Others.—Offices in 
fg say ol ay 4 the Ground Floor 


rooms, all communicating, and room. 
are fitted with tubes and numerous fixtures, 
ae ae been up, and are ready 


Rent £150 
include rates and tes. — For further partiontare 
apply to E. Bromizy, 43, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 


O SOLICITORS and Others. — Lofty 
Well-lighted 


Delon pat Chambers to be 
0. 


opiate me i a Courts).—Apply to Messrs 
ew Ww — to 
aes co. Chartered y tan A on th 








y expenses of Tuition and University 


For > ian ee information apply to the erinnah: 
Cavendish College, Cambridge. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 





RANCE COMPANY. Chief Office — 126 
CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 
nearly £1,800,000 
Chairman—J ames CuDDON. - Barriater-et-Law, 
dle Temple. 


The 
Life a a » which is free tions. 

e Bonus Year, and all Policies effected on 
the “ With Profits Scale” before the 30th of November 
n 


ext will partici; 
Policies of Insurance granted the contin- 
wrpey of leone at paderatte mates o aig 
Compan CES Money on 
Life Interests ersions, whether absolute 
omnia 
e 


vendor the option 
period, whether the ya for life be living or Lo a 
of the Directors’ and 


sa ee 
post-free on 


ee also spesheme Revereions,aiying. giving ow 


-_ every information, sent 
EDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
UN FIRE AND LIFE OFFIOES, 

Threadneed 


lication 
MoG: 





Established 1910, Specially low rates for young 
lives, Large bonuses, Immediate settlement of cl aim 








polly hn Draftsmen, &c., 69, Chancery-lane, W.C. ; orof 
their Publishers, WarertowBroruzrs & Layrtow, Birchin. 
lane, E.C. Price List of pene and full explanation freg 
on application to K,. B., & Co. 


LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND; 
Founded 1833 for Life Assurance and Annuities, 


oe soe £2,740,000 
° £470,400 





ANNUAL REVENTE _.... 

LOANS made on Freeholds, Leaseholds, and other 
Securities, including Life Interests, and Absolute or 
Contingent Reversions. upon Reversions are 
made at annual interest, or in consideration of 4 
deferred 

London: 5, Lombard-street, and 128, Pall Mall; 

Edinburgh : 82, Princes-street. 





HE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT. 
GAGE COMPANY, Limited. 
Capital £2,000,000, fully subscribed by more than 90 
shareholders. £100,000 paid up. 

The Company’s loans are limited to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture issue is limited to 
the uncalled capital. 

Home DIReEctTors. 


H. J. Bristow, Esq. Sir Wit11am T. Powen, 
W. K. Granam, Esq K.C.B. 


— LAnkwourHy, 7 RUSSELL, Esq, 
Anriup M. Mrrcuisoy, | Sir dso e. Star. 
Esq. FORD, K.C.M.G 


Chairman of Colonial Board— 
The Hon. Sir FREDK. WHITAKER, K.C.M.G., M.LC.,, 
late Premier of New Zealand. 

The Directors are issuing Terminable Debentures 
bearing interest at 5 percent. for seven or ten years, 
44 per cent. for five, and 4 per cent for three years, 
Interest half-yearly by Coupons. 

A. M. MITCHISON, Managing Director. 

Leadenhall-buildings, Leadenhall-st., London, E.C 





yas COMMEROIAL UNION ASSIR- 
ANCE COMPANY.—FIRE, care, MARINE. 








ae full, _ayecomte gy eocereeceesesesees 2,500,000 
apital paid-up 000 ----0+0.sss00e 250,000 
Life Fund in Special Trust for Life Policy- 
holders exceeds ove <P eecccccccce --; 000 
Other Funds exceed . 000,000 
TOTAL INVESTED FUNDS UPWARDS OF “;wo 
MILLIONS. 
Total Annual Premium Income exceeds .. 1,065,000 


Curer Orricas: 19 anp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON,£.0 
Wastr Ewp Orvicz: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTE. 

RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY 

or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans 

or Annuities thereon ted, by the E UITABLE 5 
VERSIONARY INT ST SOCIETY LIMITED), 

Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Batabliabed 

1835. Ca » £500,000. Interest on Loans may be 


capitali: 
. 8. CLAYTON } Joint 
o H. CLAYTON, Secretaries. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
Established 
FIRE AND LIFE. AT saaue: AND ABROAD. 
Loxpom: 1, Moorgate-street, B.C, Assenens 3, 











King-street, 
INCOME hed nda Gams a 

Fire Premiums .. + £520,C0) 

Life Premiums . ons 184,000 

Interest... ove ove eee we 124,000 
Accumulated Funds oe ee ee $2,890,000 

ESTABLISHED 1851, 
IRBKBEOK BANK.-=- 


Southam: buildings? Chancery-lane. 

t Accounts opened according to the usual practice 
of other Bankers, Interest allowed on the minimum 
monthly balances when not drawn below £50, No com- 
mission charged for keeping Accounts. The Bank also 
receives money on Deposit at Three per Cent. Interest, 


repayable on Bank undertakes for i 
Customers, free of the custody of Writi 
other Valuables ; the collection 


to By : 
4 xc idends, and © and the 
cid sla’ of Socks ‘and Shares, Letiers of 
Notes issued. 


BAVENRORGPT, Manger 












